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DIGEST  OF  PUBLIC  LAW  36O 


WOOL  PRICE  SUPPORTS .  Directs  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
to  continue  until  December  31,  1948,  to  support  a  price  to 
producers  of  wool  at  the  price  it  supported  wool  in  194&;  auth' 
orizes  the  Corporation  to  adjust  support  prices  for  individual 
grades  and  qualities  of  wool  and  to  make  discounts  for  off- 
quality,  inferior  grade,  or  poorly  prepared  wool;  authorizes 
use  of  county  and  local  committees  and  other  authorized 
agencies  in  carrying  out  the  support  propram;  and  provides 
that  the  Corporation  may,  until  December  31,  1948,  dispose 
of  wool  owned  by  it  without  regard  to  any  restriction  im¬ 
posed  upon  it  by  law. 
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Note:  See  S.  814,  vetoed  June  26,  1947. 

1947  Hearings:  House,  H.  R.  63.  H.  1890  and  P.  R.  2318. 

(On  vetoed  bill). 

1947  Hearings:  Senate,  S.  103,  S.  814,  and  S.  917. 

(On  vetoed  bill). 

1947  S.  1498  was  introduced  by  Senator  Robertson  and  was  re¬ 

ferred  to  the  Senate  Connittee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 

Senate  Committee  reported,  witho\it  amendment,  S.  1498. 
Senate  Report  377.  Print  of  the  bill  as  reported. 

S.  1498  debated  in  the  Senate  and  passed  as  reported. 

1947  S.  1498  was  referred  to  the  House  Committee  on  Agric¬ 

ulture.  Print  of  the  bill  as  referred. 

1947  The  House  Agriculture  Committee  approved,  but  did  not 

actually  report,  3 .  1498. 

1947  nouse  Committee  reported,  without  amendment,  S.  1498. 

House  Report  920.  Print  of  the  bill  as  reported. 

Remarks  of  Rep.  Mansfield. 

1047  Remume  of  Hearings. 

House  Rules  Committee  reported  H.  Res.  315  for  the 
consideration  of  H.  H.  1498.  H011se  Report  1001.  Print 
of  the  Resolution. 

1947  House  debated  S.  1498. 

1947  House  concluded  debate  and  passed  S.  1498  without  amend¬ 

ment  • 

1947  Approved.  Public  Law  360. 
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11.  RECONSTRUCTION  FINAL' CE  CORPORATION.  Senat< 
Res.  135,  to  continue  RFC  (pp.  ^$42-3.) » 


conferees  were  appointed  on  S.  j. 


12.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

for  A CP,  SCS,  research,  FS,  REA, 

13.  FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE.  .Sen.  H?.tj 

Mex.  Cattle  Gro-wers*  Associatic. 
against  this  disease  (p.  7877X 


Jmstead,  IT.  C. ,  criticized  cuts  in  items 
and  school  lunches  in  the  House,  hill  (pp. 


N.  Ml 

favoring 


.. ,  inserted  a  telegram  from  the  N. 
additional  funds  for  the  campaign 
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l4.  APPROPRIATIONS  INVEST  I  GAT  101 


Agreed  to  S.  Re:X  130  and  129,  which,  as  amend¬ 


ed,  provide  a  total  of  $60',000  additional  for  thd^ Senate  Appropriations  ■  Com¬ 
mittee*  s  investigations;^}* 

'/ .  ’ 

,  / 

15*  FLOOD  CONTROL.'  Sen.  Murray,  Mont.,  spoke  in  favor  of  additional  fl 00 decontrol 
appropriations,  -mentioning  the  corn-crop  situation  as  awresult  of  floods  and 
stating  that  flood/damage  thus  interferes  with  foreign  r^ief  and  .contributes- 
to  high  -prices  (ph«  • 

/ 

/  HOUSE 

/ 

l6.  LEGISLATIVE  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  The  Appropriations  Committee  reported  this 
hill,  H.  RC  3993  (R*  Rept.  717)  (p«  7929)*  The  hill  includes  funds^for  GPO, 
Library  pf  Congress,  Botanic  Garden,  Legislative  Counsel,  commit tecXgtaff s , 
etc.  The  Committee  report  (l)  indicates  an  intention  of  filling  all 
committee- staff  positions  authorized  by  the  Legislative  Reorganization^^ 
hut  Jot  necessarily  at  the  maximum  salaries;  (2)  says  the  Coordinator  od 
Information  is  *’ to  provide  the  House  with  a  nonpartisan,  unprejudiced  ope$te.~ 
tibn  of,  digesting  the  mass  of  information  Wiich  comes  in  to  Members'*;  (3) 
questions  the  desirability  of  further  increases  in  Library  of  Congress  pend- 
,  ing  congressional  decision  as  to  whether  the  Library  is  to  serve  only  Congress^ 
/  arjd  the  Government  agencies  or  is  to  operate  as  a  national  library;  (4)  aska 
the  Library  to  make  a  closer  check  of  use  of  study  rooms  and  tables  by 
"scholars  and  researchers,  including  representatives  of  government  agencies"; 
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Report 
No.  377 


PROVIDING  SUPPORT  FOR  WOOL 


June  26  (legislative  day,  April  21),  1947. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Aiken,  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  S.  1498] 

The  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  1498)  to  provide  support  for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  considered  the  same,  report  thereon  with  a  recommendation 
that  it  do  pass  without  amendment. 

Full  and  complete  hearings  were  conducted  by  the  committee  earlier 
in  the  session  on  similar  legislation,  and  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  the  producers  of  wool  are  entitled  to  price-support  opera¬ 
tions  now  accorded  to  the  producers  of  other  farm  commodities  under 
existing  legislation. 


o 


. 


' 


80th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


S.  1498 

[Report  No.  377] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  26  (legislative  day,  April  21),  1947 

Mr.  Robertson  of  Wyoming  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  read 
twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 

June  26  (legislative  day,  April  21),  1947 

Reported  by  Mr.  Aiken,  without  amendment;  considered,  read  the  third  time, 

and  passed 


A  BILL 

To  provide  support  for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  (a)  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shall  con- 

4  tinue,  until  December  31,  1948,  to  support  a  price  to 

5  producers  of  wool  in  the  continental  United  States  and 

6  Territories  at  the  price  it  supported  wool  in  1946. 

7  (b)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  hereof,  the 

8  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may  adjust  support  prices 

9  for  individual  grades  and  qualities  of  wool  for  the  purpose 

10  of  bringing  about  a  fair  and  equitable  relationship  in  the 

11  support  prices  for  the  various  grades  and  qualities  of  wool; 


2 


1  and  may  make  discounts  from  support  prices  for  off-quality, 

2  inferior-grade,  or  poorly  prepared  wool. 

3  Sec.  2.  The  provisions  of  sections  385,  386,  and  388 

4  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 

5  shall  be  applicable  to  the  support  operations  carried  out 

6  pursuant  to  the  first  section  of  this  Act. 

7  Sec.  3.  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may,  until 

8  December  31,  1948,  dispose  of  wool  owned  by  it  without 

9  regard  to  any  restriction  imposed  upon  it  by  law. 
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CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


7865 


as  the  emergency  is  over — and  I  will 
leave  it  to  the  distinguished  Senator — 
we  shall  forget  it;  we  shall  not  change 
it;  and  then  it  will  go  on  and  on,  and 
nothing  will  be  done  about  it.  The  next 
time  perhaps  the  situation  will  be  re¬ 
versed.  But  certainly  no  one  can  dis¬ 
pute  the  fact  that  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  is  closer  to  the 
people  than  is  any  other  elective  of¬ 
ficer.  I  believe  we  could  get  an  agree¬ 
ment  on  that.  Whether  he  has  the  abili¬ 
ty  some  other  person  has  is  another 
question;  but  his  long  service  of  ap¬ 
prenticeship,  the  fact\hat  he  is  elected 
every  2  years,  the  fact  that  he  is  elected 
by  the  entire  membership  of  the  Con¬ 
gress,  ought  to  be  convincing  evidence 
that  there  is  no  other  elected’ qfflcer  that 
is  closer  to  the  people.  Certainly  he  is 
closer  than  an  appointed  officer  J/han  the 
Secretary  of  State,  or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  or  whoever  mighV  be 
named.  \ 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  will  yield  to  the  ' 
minority  leader. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Speaker  of  the 
House  mdy  be  closer  to  the  Members  of 
the  House  than  any  other  officer  in  the 
Government,  but  he  cannot  be  any  closer 
to  the  people,  because  he  represents  only 
one  district,  just  as  any  other  Repre¬ 
sentative  does. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  covered  that. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  covered 
that? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Senator  covered  it  cor¬ 
rectly  or  not.  I  was  called  out  of  the 
Chamber  at  the  time  the  Senator  covered 
it.  I  may  uncover  it  when  I  come  to  my 
remarks.  Has  the  Senator  discussed,  or 
has  anybody  argued,  whether  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  solves  this  problem :  The  Consti¬ 
tution  of  the  United  States  requires  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  be 
native  born  and  35  years  of  age.  The 
Constitution  does  not  require  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  either  to  be  native  born  or 
35  years  of  age.  The  Constitution  does 
not  even  require  him  to  be  a  Member  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield,  it  is  unnecessary  to  go  into  that 
argument.  On  page  6,  line  18,  in  tl 
first  subsection,  it  is  provided  thatAe 
must  be  qualified  to  be  President  o^xhe 
United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  other  w^fds,  if 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  is  nojr35,  and 
is  not  native  born,  then  the*'  bill  is  a 
nullity  so  far  as  he  is  concerjrfed? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes;  the  office  then 
passes  on  to  the  next  in  Jme,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  pro  tempore. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  TJfe  President  pro 
tempore  can  come  into  the  Senate  at 
the  age  of  30,  ancLfie  does  not  have  to 
be  native  born.  Hie  is  required  to  be  30 
years  of  age.  Jf is  provided  in  the  bill 
that  he  mustyoe  qualified.  So,  if  the 
House  shoulcLelect  an  unqualified  Speak¬ 
er,  and  if  the  Senate  should  elect  an  un¬ 
qualified  president  pro  tempore,  neither 
of  thein/ould  become  President? 

Mr.  VPHERRY.  It  would  then  go  to 
the  Secretary  of  State.  This  is  exactly 
correct. 


Mr.  BARKLEY.  Then  the  succession 
would  finally  pass  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  as  the  third  in  line? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  situation  de¬ 
scribed  by  the  minority  leader  would 
never  happen. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Perhaps  that  is  so; 
but,  under  the  Constitution,  it  could 
happen? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes;  it  could  happen 
temporarily,  only,  because  it  would  take 
but  a  very  few  minutes  for  the  House 
to  elect  a  new  Speaker  if  the  Speaker  did 
not  qualify  or  if  he  resigned.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  could  do  the  same  thing  with  the 
President  pro  tempore;  or,  if  he  did  not 
qualify,  then  the  Secretary  of  State 
could  continue  to  act  as  President  until 
the  President  pro  tempore  qualified. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  During  those  few 
minutes,  when  the  House  would  have  to 
discharge  its  Speaker  and  reelect  one, 
who  would  be  President? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Secretary  of 
State. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  He  could  be  Presi¬ 
dent,  then,  for  a  few  minutes,  and  then 
e  House  would  unhorse  him? 
r.  WHERRY.  He  would  serve  onls 
for\the  emergency.  The  bill  provides 
that  \here  shall  be  no  time  when  there 
will  not  be  an  officer  eligible  to  become 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  we 
are  having^difficulty  now  with  tfat  very 
provision. 

The  bill  divides  that  Whenever  a 
Speaker  becomes  qualified,  He  is  the  first 
in  the  line  of  succession,  yif  he  cannot 
qualify  according \to.  the  terms  of  the 
Constitution,  the  pehpigVould  not  want 
him  as  President  of  jfiie  United  States, 
even  though  he  weje  &  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  TheX  absolutely 
would  not.  I  jrould  not  went  him  as 
President,  ananow. 

Mr.  WHEEfRY.  If  he  were  finable  to 
qualify,  thtfn  the  next  in  line  w>yld  be 
the  President  pro  tempore.  I  cWmot 
eonceivjrof  either  a  Speaker  or  a  Presi¬ 
dent  ufo  tempore  serving  in  that  office 
who^would  not  qualify  as  President  o'! 
thq/United  States.  But  if  he  did  not ' 
,lify,  then  the  Secretary  of  State 

ould  be  called  upon  to  serve  during  the 
emergency,  or  until  either  the  Speaker 
or  the  President  pro  tempore  could  qual¬ 
ify  to  act  as  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.’  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  Mr.  President,  I 
would  like  to  ask  a  question,  as  a  matter 
of  interest.  As  I  understand,  under  the 
Constitution  there  are  certain  age  re¬ 
quirements  and  residence  requirements 
for  both  Senators  and  Members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  Is  there  any 
law  whatever  that  makes  provision  for 
any  requirements  as  to  the  qualifications 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  is  an 
appointee  of  the  President? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  None  whatever. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  will  answer  the  ques¬ 
tion;  none  whatever. 

Mr.  HATCH.  I  did  not  want  to  answer 
that  question. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  Senator  will 
pardon  me,  I  wanted  to  answer  the  ques¬ 
tion  asked  by  the  Senator  from  Conriect- 
icut,  and  I  would  like  to  say,  with  all  the 
force  that  is  in  me,  that  there,  is  none 
whatever.  I  want  to  thank  the  Senator 
for  bringing  that  to  my  attention.  One 
more  thing,  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  the 
Cabinet  officers  are  not/elected  by  the 
people;  they  are  appointed.  How  any¬ 
one  can  say  that  thern  is  a  defect  in  the 
line  of  succession  suggested  in  the  bill, 
I  just  cannot  understand,  because  the 
Speaker  is  closey  to  the  people  today 
than  any  otheiVofficial. 

Mr.  BARKBEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator ^eld? 

Mr.  WHjjJRRY.  The  Speaker  is  closer 
to  the  people,  he  is  elected  by  the  people, 
he  is  anraective  officer,  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  or  State  is  not  an  elective  officer. 
He  ijp  appointed,  and  he  does  not  have 
any$ifferent  qualifications  than  has  the 
Speaker. 

rMr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  lhay 

interrupt  the  Senator,  to  ask  one  other 
question? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes;  I  am  always  glad 
to  yield  to  the  minority  leader. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  the  event  the  Pres¬ 
ident-elect  and  the  Vice-President-elect 
should  both  die,  after  they  have  been 
elected  by  the  electoral  college,  and  be¬ 
fore  assuming  the  duties  of  office,  in  Jan¬ 
uary,  what  would  happen?  There  is  no 
law  that  authorizes  the  reassembling  of 
the  electoral  college.  They  are  like  the 
salmon,  to  which  I  referred  the  other 
day;  they  spawn,  and  they  die.  The  elec¬ 
toral  college  elects  a  President,  and  then 
it  dies,  and  nobody  has  power  to  recon¬ 
vene  it.  If  both  the  President-elect  and 
the  Vice-President-elect  should  die,  what 
would  happen? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  provision  in  the 
bill,  which  I  think  answers  the  question, 
will  be  found  on  page  4,  beginning  with 
line  19,  that,  in  the  event  a  President 
fails  to  qualify,  or  a  Vice  President  fails 
to  qualify,  then  the  succession  goes  to 
the  Speaker.  It  goes  to  the  Speaker,  then 
Lto  the  President  pro  tempore,  then  to 
le  Secretary  of  State. 

Ir.  BARKLEY.  Suppose  the  Con¬ 
gress  has  expired. 

M\  WHERRY.  If  the  Congress  had 
expired,  and  if  t^ere  were  no  Speaker, 
and  if  ib^should  happen  that  there  were 
no  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate, 
then  under^he  provisions  of  the  bill  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  become  the 
acting  President  until  such  disability  or 
disqualification  was  removed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY,  The  bill  provides 
that  the  position  of  acting  President  shall 
finally  come  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
but  it  makes  it  just  as,  hard  as  possible 
for  the  Secretary  of  State  to  become  act¬ 
ing  President.  Everyone  else  has  to  die 
before  the  succession  comes  to  him. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky  raises  technical  points  which 
may  never  arise.  The  bill  provides  for 
protection  against  every  emergency  that 
can  be  conceived  of  so  that  organized 
civil  government  shall  continue. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  asking  these 
questions  facetiously.  I  am  asking  them 
because  I  believe  there  are  many  gaps 
in  the  whole  situation  which,  fortu- 
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lately,  we  have  never  had  to  bridge,  but 
which  ought  to  be  considered,  so  that  ail 
the  holes  and  all  the  gaps  to  a  legiti¬ 
mate  succession,  to  the  Presidency  may 
be  closed,  eiher  before  an  individual 
takes  his  office  or  after  he  takes  his  of¬ 
fice,/ and  it  seems  to  me  that  instead  of 
bringing  before  the  Senate  a  bill  which 
contains  piecemeal  legislation,  the  whole 
question  ought  to  be  gone  into  and  inves¬ 
tigated  by  the  committees  of  the  Sfenate 
in  order  that  we  may  fill  every  gap  that 
may  conceivably  exist  in  respect/ to  an 
emergency  or  exigency  such  as  exist  at 
present.'*  I 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President  I  have 
the  highest  regard  for  the  Minority 
Leader,  ahd  I  believe  I  have  several  times 
this  afterrioon  answered  the  posits  raised 
by  him.  A  agree  that  there  is  no  perfect 
piece  of  legislation.  I  suppose  there 
maybe  some  gaps  which  are  not  provided 
for  by  the  landing  bill.  I  want  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  to  kndw,  however, 
that  the  bill-  does  not  represent  piece¬ 
meal  legislation.  To  begin/with,  the  bill 
contains  the '.legislation  Recommended 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  may  say  at  that 
point  that  I  was  opposed  ko  the  proposal 
when  the  Democrats  weire  in  power.  I 
was  opposed  to  'it  whei|'  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  i  MivRaybi^n  1  was  Speaker 
of  the  House,  and  whenithe  Senator  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  McKbYlar]  was  Presi¬ 
dent  pro  tempore  M  tne  Senate.  I  was 
opposed  to  the  pr^pdsal  then  just  as  I 
am  opposed  to  it  now.  So  no  one  can 
accuse  me  of  havingjmy  political  bias  in 
regard  to  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  ft\  have  not  accused 
the  distinguished  i '  minority  leader  of 
anything.  #  \  ■ 

Mr.  BARKLEY./  The  Senator  is  get¬ 


ting  ready  to. 

Mr.  HATCH. 
Senator  yield? 
Mr.  WHERR' 
Mr.  HATCH. 
Vermont  is 


he  wants  to 
which  I  am 
would  rather 
were  allowei 
take  up  my 
Mr.  WH 
be  glad  to 


aughter.l 

President,  will  the 


I  yield. 

I  see  the  Senator  from 
his  seat.  I  know  what 


opcse.  I  have  a  matter 
xious  to  sppak  of,  but  I 
le  Senator  from  Vermont 
to  proceed  how.  I  can 
atter  later. 

RRY.  Very  well.  I  shall 
yield  to  the  Senator  from 


Vermont,  providing  the  legislation  he 
wishes  to  propose  is  not  controversial. 
I  have  b^fcn  very  lenient,  I  will  say,  in 
connection  with  my  presentation  re¬ 
specting  7the  succession  bill.  I  want  to 
accommodate  every  Senator.  I  deeply 
appreciate  the  questions  that  have  been 
asked  respecting  the  succession  bill,  of 
which  I  have  made  a  considerable  study. 
If  in  apy  respects  the  legislation  can  be 
improved,  we  shall  be  very  glad  to  at¬ 
tempt  to  do  so.  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
legislation  has  been  carefully  analyzed 
and  studied.  We  have  carefully  ana¬ 
lyzed  the  exhaustive  study  and  work 
done  by  the  Senate  Commiittee  on  the 
Judiciary  in  1856;  we  have  carefully 
analyzed  the  work  of  the  committee  in 
1886.  Our  research  men  and  our  coun¬ 
sel  and  the  committee  members  have 
carefully  analyzed  the  changes  that  have 
resulted  from  the  adoption  of  the  lame- 
duck  amendment,  which  changes  com- 


\pletely  the  status  of  the  office  of  the  / 
Speaker  and  President  pro  tempore  dur-/ 
ing  the  years  for  which  they  are  elected/ 

l  think  the  bill  provides  a  complete 
answer  to  the  question  as  to  what  fine 
of  succession  is  needed  in  order  to  con¬ 
tinue  an  orderly  Government,  with  a 
possible  definition  of  disability^  The 
matter  of  disability  was  not  contained  in 
the  provisions  of  the  law  of  1792,  was 
not  contained  in  the  law  of  1886.  Until 
someone  can  satisfactorily  define  what 
a  disability  is,  and  draft  provisions  to 
compel  a  person  having  a  disability  to 
vacate  an  office  to  which  he  is  elected, 
even  though  he  thinks  he  is  not  suffer¬ 
ing  from  any  disability,  I  think  a  con¬ 
stitutional  question  will  exist,  one  which 
has  not  been  solved.  Rut  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  that  aside  from  ttye  question  of  dis¬ 
ability,  the  matter  is  handled  fairly 
well  in  the  bill  before  us,  that  is,  that  a 
Speaker  does  not  halve  to  resign,  or  that 
a  President  pro  tempore  does  not  have 
to  resign,  if  he  feels  in  his  own  mind  that 
the  disability  is  only  temporary.  I  think 
that  making  thfe  decision  optional  with 
the  Speaker  and  the  President  pro  tem¬ 
pore  practically  solves  the  question  of 
disability. 

As  I  said  before,  never  in  the  history 
of  the  country  have  we  had  to  make  a 
decision  of  that  kind.  The  matter  of 
disability  is  not  a  part  of  this  particular 
legislation  in  connection  with  Presiden¬ 
tial  succession.  I  agree,  however,  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  New 
Mexico  that  it  is  a  perplexing  problem. 

I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Vermont  with  the 
understanding  that  the  matter  which  he 
^i'oposes  to  bring  up  will  not  be  con¬ 
troversial  and  consume  any  considerable 
length  of  time. 

T - ! - ‘“‘SOTFDRT  FOR  WOOL - 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  from  the 
|  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 

1 1  ask  unanimous  consent  to  report  Sen- 
:  ate  bill  1498,  to  provide  support  for  wool, 

I  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
;  the  report  is  received. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  this  new 
bill,  ordered  by  the  committee  to  be  fa- 
i  vorably  reported,  provides  for  support 
r  for  wool  at  the  1946  support  price.  It 
I  gives  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
f  authority  to  dispose  of  the  accumulated 
I  wool  stocks,  amounting  to  some  450,000,- 
000  pounds,  at  less  than  parity,  if  it  is 
found  necessary  to  do  so. 

The  President’s  veto  message  on  the 
wool  bill  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry.  The  com¬ 
mittee  met  at  2:30  by  permission  of  the 
Senate.  It  was  decided  it  would  be  futile 
to  attempt  to  pass  the  legislation  over 
the  President’s  veto.  Therefore,  no  ac¬ 
tion  was  taken  on  the  veto.  Instead  the 
committee  voted  unanimously  to  report 
favorably  Senate  bill  1498,  introduced  by 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Robert¬ 
son!. 

The  bill  contains  just  two  provisions. 
It  puts  a  support  price  on  wool  equal  to 
the  1946  support  price,  until  December 
31,  1948,  and  permits  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  dispose  of  the 
stocks  on  hand  at  whatever  price  they 


have  to  sell  them  for  in  order  to  get  rid 
of  them. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con- . 
sent  for  the  immediate  consideration  of 
the  bill. 

The  ■  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Cain  in  the  chair).  The  bill  will  be  re¬ 
ported  by  title  for  the  information  of  the 
Senate 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  1498)  to 
provide  support  for  wool,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Wyoming.  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  1498  is  a  bill  to  provide  support 
for  wool.  The  President  today  vetoed 
the  wool  bill,  which  was  the  result  of 
the  conference  between  certain  members 
of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  and  certain  members  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Agriculture,  and 
agreed  to  by  both  the  House  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  recently.  The  new  bill,  S.  1498,  is  the 
same  as  the  conference  report  with  one 
exception,  that  is,  that  section  4  of  the 
conference  report  bill  has  been,  omitted 
from  Senate  bill  1498.  1  The  new  bill  ac¬ 
cepts  the  House  amendment  to  the  sup¬ 
port  price  provision  of  the  Senate  bill. 
The  Senate  bill  carried  a  support  price 
of  not  less  than  the  price  paid  in  1946. 
The  House  amended  that  by  striking  out 
the  words  “not‘  less  than”  and  merely 
inserting  the  price  of  1946. 

The  only  other  provision  in  which  there 
is  any  change  from  the  original  Senate 
bill,  which  was  amended  slightly  by  the 
House,  is  in  section  3  of  Senate  bill  1498. 
The  original  Senate  bill  provided  that: 

The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may, 
without  regard  to  restrictions  imposed  upon 
it  by  any  law,  dispose  of  any  wool  produced 
prior  to  January  1,  1949,  at  prices  which  will  ■ 
permit  such  wool  to  be  sold  in  competition 
with  imported  wool.  The  disposition  of  any 
accumulated  stock  under  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  however,  shall  be  made  at  such 
rate  and  in  such  manner  as  will  avoid  dis¬ 
ruption  of  the  domestic  market. 

That  was  in  the  original  Senate  bill 
814.  Section  3-  of  the  new  bill  is  the 
House  amendment,  which  reads: 

The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may, 
until  December  31,  1948,  dispose  of  wool 
owned  by  it  without  regard  to  any  restric¬ 
tions  imposed  upon  it  by  law. 

Those  are  the  only  differences  between 
the  new  bill  and  the  original  Senate  bill  " 
814. 

Section  4  has  been  omitted.  It  was  be¬ 
cause  of  that  section,  Mr.  President,  that 
the  President  of  the  United  States  said, 
in  his  veto  message,  he  was  forced  to 
veto  the  bill.  That  was  a  provision  giv¬ 
ing  the  President  the  option  to  impose 
import  fees  or  quotas  on  the  importation 
of  wool. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  need  for 
me  to  say  anything  more.  I  hope  the 
Senate  will  accept  the  bill,  as  some  such 
bill  is  most  urgently  required.  The 
shearing  of  the  1947  wool  clip  is  already 
80  percent  completed.  Most  of  the  wool 
Is  lying  sacked  in  warehouses  all  over 
the  country.  In  many  instances  the 
small  producer  has  been  forced  to  sell 
his  clip  at  some  10  to  15  cents  below  the 
price  he  would  receive  under  this  meas- 
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ure.  It  Is  an  urgent  measure,  and  I 
again  remind  the  Senate  that  wool  is  a 
critical  material.  That  was  brought 
home  to  me  forcibly  this  morning  when 
I  was  sitting  as  a  member  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  considering  the  War  Department 
appropriation  bill,  and  we  heard  the  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  National  Guard  cry¬ 
ing  for  new  uniforms.  They  said  they 
needed  300,000  woolen  uniforms  for  the 
troops.  I  could  not  help  thinking  that 
if  our  domestic  wool  producers  were  put 
out  of  business,  as  they  might  well  be 
unless  we  have  some  legislation  to  keep 
them  in  business,  the  result,  in  case  of 
war,  might  be  disastrous. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts.  * 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  and  the  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  have  discussed  this  bill  with  me. 
I  shall  not  object  to  its  consideration 
at  this  time.  However,  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that  there  are  several  factors 
concerning  the  bill  which  I  believe  do  not 
make  for  the  best  type  of  legislation. 

As  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has 
stated,  the  bill  does  three  things.  First, 
it  sets  the  price  of  domestic  wool  at  the 
minimum  of  the  prices  obtained  in  the 
year  1946.  Second,  it  permits  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  to  buy  wool 
at  this  price  until  December  31,  1948 - 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Wyoming.  The 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  said  “at  the 
minimum  of  the  prices  obtained  in  the 
year  1946.”  It  is  at  the  1946  prices. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  what  I 
intended  to  say. 

Second,  it  permits  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  buy  wool  until 
December  31,  1948,  at  the  1946  prices. 
Third,  it  permits  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  to  sell  the  wool  it  has  on 
hand  at  less  than  it  cost  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

I  respectfully  point  out  that  the  bill  in 
effect  does  three  things.  First,  it  puts 
and  keeps  the  Government  in  the  domes¬ 
tic  wool  market.  In  reality,  it  makes 
the  Goverment  the  sole  buyer  of  the 
domestic  wool  crop  unless  the  price  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  price  of  1946.  Secondly,  it  is 
the  only  commodity,  I  believe,  which  the 
Government  buys  at  a  price  greater  than 
parity.  That  is  a  new  formula  for 
Government  purchases  of  commodities. 
Third,  I  wish  to  point  out  that  it  puts 
the  cost  of  clothing,  so  far  as  wool  is 
concerned,  at  a  high  price,  and  will  main¬ 
tain  it  there. 

It  is  fair  to  say  that  the  prices  of  wool 
today  are  high.  It  is  fair  to  say  that  the 
price  of  wool  is  substantially  above  the 
1946  levels.  But  this  bill  means  that  that 
price  will  be  obtained  until  December 
1948  and  that  if  the  prices  fall  off  at  all, 
the  Government  must  stay  in  the  wool 
market  and  become  the  purchaser  of 
wool  which  is  produced  domestically.  It 
will  then  sell  such  wool  at  a  logs  in  order 
to  compete  with  the  foreign  market. 

For  these  reasons  we  who  come  from 
Massachusetts,  where  the  wool  trade  is 


to  a  large  extent  concentrated,  and 
where  there  are  large  textile  mills,  cer¬ 
tainly  do  not  like  this  bill.  But  the  Sen¬ 
ate  has  debated  it  in  full  in  the  past. 
We  have  stated  our  objections.  The  bill 
is  substantially  the  bill  which  the 
Senate  originally  passed.  That  bill  was 
amended  in  the  House  to  include  the 
tariff  provision,  and  with  the  tariff  pro¬ 
vision  the  bill  has  now  been  vetoed. 

For  these  reasons  I  shall  not  object 
to  unanimous  consent  for  the  present 
consideration  of  the  bill.  However,  I 
still  say  that  if  I  had  my  way  the  bill 
would  not  become  law  in  its  present  form. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Wyoming.  There 
is  one  thing  which  I  should  like  to  men¬ 
tion  in  connection  with  the  remarks  of 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall].  He  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  high  prices  of  wool  cloth¬ 
ing.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator  realizes 
how  little  wool  there  is  in  a  suit  of 
clothes.  Take,  for  example,  a  three- 
piece  suit  of  clothes  of  the  finest  wool, 
heavy  weight,  winter  clothing.  At  the 
outside,  the  total  weight  of  wool  in  that 
suit  is  2l/2  pounds.  If  the  support  price 
were  doubled  and  the  manufacturers 
had  to  pay  double  the  price  they  pay 
today,  it  could  not  increase  the  price  of 
the  Senator’s  suit  more  than  $1. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  .  Mr.  President,  there  is 
nothing  in  the  bill  but  what  has  been 
considered  and  overwhelmingly  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Senate  earlier  in  the  ses¬ 
sion.  For  that  reason  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Vermont? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  should  like 
to  point  out  that  when  we  pass  this  bill 
it  is  not  so  much  a  question  of  the  cost 
of  this  particular  piece  of  legislation  as 
it  is  a  question  of  establishing  the  prece¬ 
dent  of  guaranteeing  to  one  group  of 
farmers  for  2  years  the  highest  prices 
which  they  received  for  their  commodi¬ 
ties  during  wartime.  We  now  have  on 
the  statute  books  laws  guaranteeing 
prices  on  certain  basic  commodities,  ac¬ 
cording  to  a  parity  formula.  This  pro¬ 
posal  exceeds  that.  Other  groups  of 
farmers  now  under  the  parity  formula 
have  just  as  much  right  to  ask  the 
Government  to  guarantee  125  or  150  per¬ 
cent  of  parity  as  do  the  wool  producers. 

Also,  at  least  one-third  of  our  agricul¬ 
ture  is  not  under  any  support  program 
at  all,  but  is  on  a  free  market.  To  me  it 
is  not  fair  to  pick  out  one  small  group  of 
farmers  and  try  to  enact  legislation  to 
take  care  of  them  at  the  expense  of  the 
rest  of  the  country. 

During  recent  years  much  has  been 
said  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  about  re¬ 
turning  to  a  free-enterprise  system.  If 
we  pass  this  bill,  we  shall  be  entirely 
eliminating  all  the  wool  buyers  of  the 
country  and  placing  the  purchase  of 
wool  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  M  was  pointed  out  by  the  Sen¬ 


ator  from  Massachusetts.  Therefore,  at 
this  time  I  object  to  unanimous  consent 
for  the  present  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Do  I  correctly  under¬ 
stand  that  objection  was  made? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  registered  an  objection. 

Mr.  HATCH.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
hopeful  that  no  objection  would  be  made. 
I  wish  now  to  express  my  thanks  to  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  and  other  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  for  the  sympathy  with  which 
they  have  treated  this  subject,  and  the 
promptness  with  which  they  have  acted. 
I  trust  that  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken]  will  make  a 
motion  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  to 
take  up  this  bill  and  dispose  of  it. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  can  assure  the  Senator 
from  New  Mexico  that  I  would  make  such 
a  motion,  but  I  do  not  care  to  impose 
upon  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry]  and  ask  him  to  yield  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  comply  with  the  Senator’s 
request. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  small  wool  growers 
of  the  West  will  have  to  continue  to  be 
at  the  mercy  of  the  speculators. 

The  Government  has  supported 
other  commodities  at  higher-than-parity 
prices.  All  during  the  war  it  supported 
poultry  at  higher-than-parity  prices.  It 
has  supported  dairy  products  at  higher- 
than-parity  prices.  It  has  supported 
othe  rcommodities.  We  are  not  singling 
out  wool. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  under¬ 
stand  that  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Wherry]  is  willing  to  yield  to  me 
at  this  time  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
motion  to  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  Senate  bill  1498. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  be  in  the  position  of  holding 
up  the  wool  growers  of  western  Nebraska. 
I  think  I  have  been  as  lenient  as  anyone 
could  be  with  my  time.  I  have  yielded 
time  and  again  for  more  than  10  days. 
I  have  permitted  other  legislation  to  dis¬ 
place  the  unfinished  business. 

We  have  a  unanimous^-consent  agree¬ 
ment  to  vote  tomorrow  afternoon  at  2 
o’clock.  I  feel  that  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  ought  to  be  able  to  read  my  speech 
in  the  Record.  I  am  convinced  that  we 
should  enact  the  pending  legislation.  I 
do  not  wish  to  be  placed  in  the  position 
tomorrow  afternoon  at  2  o’clock  of  hav¬ 
ing  Senators  say,  “We  have  not  had  am¬ 
ple  time  to  discuss  this  question.”  I  am 
perfectly  agreeable  to  permitting  the 
Senate  to  do  what  it  wishes  to  do,  but 
I  do  not  want  Members  of  the  Senate  to 
be  under  any  misapprehension  when  the 
vote  comes  tomorrow.  I  do  not  want  the 
impression  to  be  gained  that  I  have  in 
any  way  delayed  consideration  of  the 
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Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 


7868  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  June  26 


Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  suggest  that  if 
the  motion  is  made  now,  in  all  probability 
it  will  be  agreed  to.  There  seems  to  be 
a  disposition  on  the  part  of  all  Senators 
except  the  Senator  who  objected  to  allow 
the  bill  to  be  considered.  I  hope  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  will  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Vermont*  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to 
me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  wish  to  propound  a  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  the  only  question  pending  is  a 
unanimous-consent  request  for  the  pres¬ 
ent  consideration  of  the  bill.  My  ques¬ 
tion  is  this:  If  the  wool  bill  is  taken  up 
by  unanimous  consent,  will  those  of  us 
who  do  not  like  it  have  an  opportunity 
to  vote  “no”  on  the  passage  of  the  bill? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  AIKEN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  if  I  have 
the  floor,  before  yielding  to  the  Senator 
from  Delaware  I  wish  to  say  that  when 
it  comes  to  a  matter  of  saving  money, 
the  United  States  Government  has  prob¬ 
ably  $170,000,000  tied  up  in  460,000,000 
pounds  of  wool.  That  wool  could  be  re¬ 
leased  and  made  available  for  use  if  we 
could  only  pass  this  bill. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  objection  whatever  to  the  Senate  con¬ 
sidering  the  bill.  However,  I  do  not 
want  it  done  under  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  for  a  vote  on  the  passage  of 
the  bill.  If  the  Senate  wishes  to  con¬ 
sider  the  bill  at  this  time,  I  am  not  plan¬ 
ning  to  delay  its  passage,  if  the  Senator 
will  make  a  motion  to  bring  the  bill  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  There  is  a  unanimoUs- 
consent  request  to  take  up  this  particular 
bill.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Vermont  if  it  in¬ 
volves  final  passage  of  the  bill  this 
afternoon? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  It  does. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Then  am  I  correct  in 
thinking  it  would  require  a  quorum  call 
before  unanimous  consent  is  made? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  informed  that  a  quorum  call 
will  be  required  if  final  passage  to  the 
bill  is  intended  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Then,  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  pending  business  be  tem¬ 
porarily  laid  aside  and  the  Senate  pro¬ 
ceed  to  the  immediate  consideration  of 
Senate  bill  1498. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair  is  a  little  differ¬ 
ent  from  what  it  should  have  been.  If 
unanimous  consent  is  given  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  by  unanimous  con¬ 


sent  it  does  not  thereafter  require  a  roll 
call  to  pass  it,  or  even  a  quorum  call, 
unless  some  Senator  makes  the  point. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  that  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken]  incorporated  in  his 
unanimous -consent  request  a  declara¬ 
tion  of  intention  to  pass  the  bill  today. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  was  a  mere  dec¬ 
laration  of  intention,  but  it  was  not  a 
part  of  the  unanimous -consent  request, 
as  I  understand  it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understood  that  it  was  a  part  of 
the  unanimous-consent  request. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  would  be  fixing 
a  definite  time  for  a  vote,  which  would 
require  a  quorum  ball,  unless  it  were 
waived. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont,  as  the  Chair  under¬ 
stands,  can  withdraw  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  in  the  form  in  which  he 
entered  it. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  inasmuch 
as  the  unanimous-consent  request  was 
not  granted,  anyway,  I  subsequently 
made  the  motion  that  the  pending  busi¬ 
ness  be  temporarily  laid  aside  and  that 
the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  Senate  bill  1498.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  protracted  speeches  which  are  to  be 
made  for  or  against  the  bill.  It  seems 
to  me  that  we  can  get  a  vote  on  it  so 
that  those  who  want  to  keep  their  rec¬ 
ord  of  opposition  clear  would  have  a 
chance  to  make  that  record  in  a  very 
short  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it 
seems  to  me  that  we  might  vote  on  it 
without  any  further  discussion,  and  it 
can  probably  be  passed,  as  it  was  passed 
before,  without  much  delay. 

A  parliamentary  inquiry.  If  it  is  done 
by  way  of  motion,  will  it  or  will  it  not 
set  aside,  not  temporarily,  but  set  aside, 
the  pending  business? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  It  would 
set  aside  the  pending  business  until  12 
o’clock  tomorrow.  But  there  is  nothing 
to  prevent  the  pending  business,  which 
then  would  be  set  aside,  from  being  taken 
up  again  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
understand  the  parliamentary  situation, 
the  motion  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  would  only  displace  the  pend¬ 
ing  business? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
the  Chair’s  understanding. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  And  when  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  the  Senate  will  return  to  the 
pending  business. 

Mi’.  BARKLEY.  Why  can  we  not  vote 
on  it  now? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  understands  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  to  be  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
Senate  bill  1498. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S. 
1498)  to  provide  support  for  wool,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  there 
is  one  statement  which  I  should  like  to 
correct,  and  that  is  the  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken]  in 
relation  to  the  support  price  enjoyed  by 
poultry  farmers.  I  should  like  to  call  to 
his  attention  the  fact  that  poultry  farm¬ 


ers  do  not  enjoy  a  support  price  at  all  on 
broilers.  The  support  price  on  other 
poultry  is  the  lowest  of  any  support 
price  on  any  of  the  basic  commodities. 
In  the  western  States  farmers  enjoy  some 
support  price  on  their  fowls,  but  in  the 
East  there  is  no  support  price  on  poultry, 
or  turkeys,  nor  has  it  ever  been  request¬ 
ed.  Wool  is  the  only  agricultural  product 
to  my  knowledge  which  has  ever  had  a 
support  price  so  far  in  excess  of  parity 
level.  In  other  words,  we  are  asked  to 
establish  a  precedent  if  we  pass  the  wool 
bill. 

Mr.  TKYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion  on  that  point? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Is  not  this  an  aftermath 
of  the  war  condition. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  THYE.  It  is  a  situation  brought 
about  by  the  war? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  That  is  true  but  the 
same  situation  exists  as  to  other  agricul¬ 
tural  products. 

Mr.  THYE.  It  is  a  situation  brought 
about  by  the  fact  that  the  waters  around 
Great  Britain  were  blocked  because  of 
the  war,  and  the  wool  coming  from  Aus¬ 
tralia  had  to  come  to  the  United  States. 
Then,  because  there  was  need  for  a  high 
inventory  of  wool,  Great  Britain  as  well 
as  the  United  States  built  a  large  in¬ 
ventory.  With  the  ending  of  the  war 
we  commenced  to  market  that  wool. 
Great  Britain’s  high  inventory  came  to 
the  United  States  just  a  few  cents  under 
our  own  domestic  wool  price,  with  the 
result  that  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration’s  holding  of  domestic  wool  was 
left  on  the  shelf,  and  the  imported  wool 
took  the  market  day  by  day,  month  by 
month.  We  must  either  pass  legislation 
like  this  or  we  shall  have  a  situation 
in  which  we  have  460,000,000  pounds  of 
wool  going  on  the  market  at  the  level 
at  which  it  is  today,  and  as  the  market 
becomes  depressed  because  of  that  huge 
volume,  the  Federal  Government  will  be 
holding  indefinitely  the  wool  which  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  now  has. 

So  I  say  again  to  the  Senator  that  it 
is  an  aftermath  of  the  war,  and  we  might 
as  well  pass  the  legislation  now.  We 
do  not  want  to  break  every  man  in  the 
sheep  business.  Unless  we  want  to  break 
them  we  should  pass  this  legislation. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota.  He  has  said  that  the 
situation  is  an  aftermath  of  the  war. 
But  the  war  was  a  world-wide  affair  and 
all  of  the  farmers  in  the  United  States 
participated  in  it.  I  cannot  understand 
why  he  should  suggest  that  we  select 
one  group  of  farmers  and  propose  to  ex¬ 
tend  to  them  for  two  more  years  war¬ 
time  prices  for  their  crop,  when  we  are. 
not  supporting  this  other  group  of  farm¬ 
ers  either  at  parity  or  at  cost  of  pro¬ 
duction.  Under  this  bill  we  would  be 
supporting  the  price  of  wool  at  the  high¬ 
est  price  in  the  history  of  the  wool  in¬ 
dustry. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  the  Senator  will  yield 
for  another  question - 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  will  admit 
that  the  price  is  not  an  unjust  or  unfair 
price  because  it  happens,  to  be  parity. 
We  find  ourselves,  after  the  ending  of  the 
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war,  with  a  situation  which  the  war 
brought  about,  when  we  had  to  have  a 
high  inventory  of  wool  on  tap.  Because 
of  the  condition  in  which  Great  Britain 
found  itself  at  the  conclusion  of  the  war, 
with  approximately  2,000,000,000  pounds 
of  wool  on  hand,  it  placed  that  wool  on 
our  market,  which  compelled  our  pro¬ 
ducers  to  go  to  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  and  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  had  to  buy  the  wool  and 
maintain  parity  for  the  wool  producer. 
That  is  why  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  has  the  460,000,000  pounds  of 
wool  today. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Senator  is  per¬ 
fectly  right.  The  reason  that  we  have 
460,000,000  pounds  of  wool  is  because  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  was  buy¬ 
ing  wool  at  an  artificially  high  price,  and 
as  the  Senator  pointed  out  also,  Australia 
was  putting  wool  on  this  market  at  just 
a  few  cents  below  the  price  which  was 
fixed,  and  as  a  result  most  of  the  woolen 
mills  in  the  country,  instead  of  using 
American  wool,  were  using  British  wool, 
Which  we  were  buying  at  1  or  2  cents 
below  the  high  price  established.  The 
result  is  that  we  have  400,000,000  or  500,- 
000.000  pounds  of  wool,  or  enough  to  last 
us  almost  a  year,  and  we  are  still  using 
British  wools,  to  a  large  extent.  To  cor¬ 
rect  this  situation,  as  I  see  it,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  we  continue  for  18  months  in 
the  same  direction,  hoping  that  some¬ 
thing  will  happen  in  the  meantime 
whereby  we  can  correct  a  situation  which 
was  brought  about  by  the  same  piece  of 
legislation  which  it  is  now  proposed  we 
extend. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Wyoming.  The 
Senator  has  stated  that  there  is  a  stock 
pile  of  approximately  1  year’s  consump¬ 
tion  in  the  United  States.  The  con¬ 
sumption  in  the  United  States  this  year 
.  is  around  1,000,000,000  pounds,  and  it 
was  approximately  that  last  year.  Of 
that  1,000,000,000  pounds,  800,000,000 
pounds  is  being  shipped  in  from  foreign 
countries. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  But  a  large  propor¬ 
tion  of  that  which  is  included  in  con¬ 
sumption  is  reexported. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Wyoming.  No; 
that  is  the  consumption  in  this  country. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  Senator  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Thye] quoted  the  figures 
from  the  Department  of  Agriculture  last 
week  when  we  discussed  the  bill.  At 
that  time  T  placed  in  the  Record  figures 
showing  that  we  were  importing  and 
consuming  foreign  wool  at  inflated  prices 
while  our  own  wool  was  backing  up  in 
storage'.  That  condition  is  economically 
unsound. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  of  Wyoming.  The 
•  consumption  of  domestic  wool  and  im¬ 
ported  wool  in  the  United  States  had 
for  many  years  not  been  below  600,000,000 
pounds.  We  ourselves  were  producing 
450,000,000  pounds  before  the  war,  but 
owing  to  the  conditions  which  exist  and 
which  this  bill  is  designed  to  remedy,  the 
wool-producing  industry  in  this  country 
dropped  from  450,000,000  pounds  to  ap¬ 
proximately  300,000,000  pounds.  This 


bill  is  designed  to  try  to  bring  about  the 
figure  which  prevailed  in  prewar  days. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  feel  that  we  can  offer  a 
reasonable  explanation  to  the  other  farm¬ 
ers  as  to  why  we  cannot  guarantee  to 
them  a  price  sjmilar  to  that? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  ready  to  yield 
the  floor  in  a  few  minutes. 

Mr.  OMAHONEY.  The  Senator  from 
Delaware  asked  a  question  as  to  what 
explanation  could  be  given  to  the  other 
farmers  of  the  United  States.  The  ex¬ 
planation  is  entirely  simple.  With  re¬ 
spect  to  no  other  agricultural  product 
have  we  the  situation  which  exists  with 
respect  to  wool.  The  British  Govern¬ 
ment  has  established  a  state  monopoly 
for  the  sale  of  British-produced  wool  in 
the  United  States,  and  unless  this  bill  is 
passed  we  shall  be  condemning  the  in¬ 
dividual  wool  producers  of  the  United 
States  to  competition  with  the  British 
state  monopoly,  a  selling  monopoly  that 
exists  with  respect  to  no  other  agricul¬ 
tural  commodity.  It  is  a  complete  justi¬ 
fication  for  the  action  which  we  ask. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  want  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  this  question. 
When  the  President  vetoed  the  legisla¬ 
tion  which  was  sent  to  him  recently,  did 
he  not  veto  the  instrument  by  which  we 
might  prevent  the  situation  which  the 
Senator  is  discussing? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  When  the  Presi¬ 
dent  vetoed  the  bill  he  said  that  if  it 
were  in  the  form  in  which  it  had  been 
introduced  by  my  colleague,  he  would 
have  signed  it.  So  we  hope  the  Senator 
will  permit  the  Senate  to  proceed  on  that 
basis. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  intention  of  blocking  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  at  this  time.  I  shall  vote 
against  the  bill  because  I  think  it  would 
have  a  highly  undesirable  effect,  for  it 
does  establish  a  precedent  of  taking  care 
of  one  group  of  f  armers  at  wartime  prices 
for  their  product,  while  at  the  same  time 
other  groups  of  farmers  would  be  operat¬ 
ing  in  a  free  market. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  shall  not  delay  the  Senate  for  more 
than  2  minutes  further.  I  merely  wish 
to  say  that  I  oppose  this 'bill  and  shall 
vote  against  it  for  the  reasons  I  have  al¬ 
ready  stated,  and  for  the  additional  rea¬ 
son  that  I  believe  it  will  result,  as  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  has  pointed  out, 
in  a  very  substantial  cost  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  How  many  millions  of  dollars  it 
will  cost  the  Government  no  one  can  say 
at  the  present  time  .because  no  one 
knows  what  will  be  the  price  of  wool  in 
the  next  year  and  a  half.  But  pre¬ 
sumably  the  460,000,000-plus  pounds  of 
domestic  wool  which  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government  will  have  to  be  sold,  and 
a  substantial  amount  will  have  to  be  sold 
at  a  loss. 

Mr.  McGRATH.  Mr.  President,  on  be¬ 
half  of  my  colleague  [Mr.  Green]  and 
myself,  I  offer  the  amendment  which  I 
send  to  the  desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated. 


The  Chief  Clerk.  In  line  4,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  strike  out  “December.  31,  1848’’, 
and  insert  “June  30,  1948.’’ 

Mr.  McGRATH.  Mr.  President,  it 
seems  to  me  that  this  bill,  which  again 
is  hurriedly  brought  before  us,  is  at  best 
a  matter  of  extreme  controversy  between 
two  forces  that  are  materially  affected 
by  it,  namely,  the  producers  of  wool,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  manufacturers 
who  use  wool,  on  the  other  hand.  I  come 
from  a  section  of  the  country  where  the 
product  of  the  wool  growers  is  used  in 
manufacturing.  We  are  advised  by  our 
folks  that  this  support  legislation  is  un¬ 
necessary  and  undesirable.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Massachusetts  has  expressed  his 
opinion  regarding  his  constituents,  and  I 
may  say  that  ours  are  similarly  situated. 

It  seems  to  me  that  since  we  are  deal¬ 
ing  with  something  that  is  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  nature,  we  would  be  dealing  quite 
fairly  if  we  were  to  pass  support  legis¬ 
lation  which  would  take  care  of  the  wool 
growers  until  June  30,  1948.  The  Con¬ 
gress  will  be  in  session  again  beginning 
in  January  1948,  and  it  will  then  have 
ample  time  to  look  into  the  supply  sit¬ 
uation,  the  price  situation,  the  views  of 
the  growers,  and  the  views  of  the  man¬ 
ufacturers. 

So  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  only 
a  fair  compromise  of  an  issue  which  is 
highly  controversial,  to  say  the  least,  for 
us  to  set  the  date  of  termination  of  this 
support  price  measure  as  of  June  30, 
1948,  instead  of  December  31,  1948. 
Therefore,  I  have  offered  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  say,  briefly,  that  I  am  fearful 
that  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
[Mr.  McGrath]  and  his  colleague  [Mr. 
Green]  have  not  ,read  the  bill.  The 
amendment  will  not  in  the  slightest  de¬ 
gree  affect  the  price  at  which  the  man¬ 
ufacturers  of  Rhode  Island  may  pur¬ 
chase  wool,  because  one  of  the  principal 
portions  of  this  measure  is  to  be  found 
in  section  3,  reading  as  follows: 

The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may, 
until  December  31,  1948,  dispose  of  wool 
owned  by  It  without  regard  to  any  restric¬ 
tion  imposed  upon  it  by  law. 

The  effect  of  that  provision  is  that 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may 
sell  this  wool  competitively  with  foreign 
wool,  so  that  the  price  of  the  foreign 
wool  will  govern  the  price  at  which  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  disposes 
of  the  domestic  wool,  and  the  manufac¬ 
turers  of  New  England  will  not  be  in¬ 
jured  -in  that  respect  at  all. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Certainly. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
point  out  to  the  Senator  the  statement 
he  made  just  a  few  minutes  ago  about 
the  English  trading  corporation.  I  most 
respectfully  disagree  with  what  the  Sen¬ 
ator  has  just  said;  and  I  do  so  for  the 
following  reason,  and  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  whether  there  is  merit  in  it ; 
If  the  domestic  price  of  wool  is  held  up  to 
the  1946  value,  and  if  one  foreign  cor¬ 
poration  controlled  by  the  English  au¬ 
thorities  is  trading  with  us,  obviously 
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they  will  keep  their  price  higher  than 
they  would  if  there  were  a  free  market, 
and  if  the  domestic  supply  sold  at  a  lower 
price. 

We  do  not  want  to  take  a  floor  away 
from  the  domestic  producers  of  wool. 
We  in  New  England  believe  that  certainly 
they  should  have  a  floor,  but  we  do  not 
believe  that  it  should  be  so  high  that  the 
prices  of  foreign  products,  as  well  as  our 
own  products,  will  be  kept  at  an  artificial 
level. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  I  say  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Massachusetts  that  there  can¬ 
not  be  a  free  market  as  long  as  the 
British  selling  monopoly  exists,  so  that 
portion  of  the  Senator’s  argument  is  out. 

With  respect  to  the  second  portion  of 
his  argument,  as  I  see  it,  let  me  say  that 
the  British  selling  monopoly  will  reduce 
its  price  in  order  to  take  whatever  por¬ 
tion  of  the  domestic  market  it  can  take; 
and  under  this  bill  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  will  proceed  to  meet  the  re¬ 
duction  of  the  British  selling  monopoly, 
with  the  effect,  in  my  judgment,  that  the 
manufacturers  will  receive  a  much  better 
price  than  the  one  they  are  entitled  to. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
oppose  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Rhode  Island.  Its  effect 
would  be  to  give  the  Texas  sheep  grow¬ 
ers  the  support  price  for  1948,  but  to 
deny  it  to  the  Montana  sheep  growers, 
because  the  Texas  sheep  growers  would 
get  their  sheep  sheared  in  time  to  get 
the  wool  to  market  before  June  30,  which 
is  the  date  proposed  by  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island,  but 
the  Montana  and  Wyoming  and  the 
other  Rocky  Mountain  wool  growers, 
who  do  not  finish  shearing  until  June, 
would  be  denied  the  support  price  which 
the  amendment  would  grant  to  growers 
in  the  more  southern  States.  Therefore, 
I  shall  oppose  the  amendment. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  oppose 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  entire  question  of  the  support  pro¬ 
gram  must  be  reviewed  in  1948.  The 
Steagall  amendments,  which  provide 
parity  for  not  only  one  commodity  but 
many  agricultural  commodities,  expire 
in  1948,  so  at  that  time  that  question 
must  be  reviewed.  The  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  will  expire  in  1948, 
and  at  that  time  the  entire  question  of 
the  renewal  of  that  Corporation,  as  well 
as  the  period  of  time  during  which  its 
'  life  shall  be  extended,  must  be  examined 
and  studied,  and  at  that  time  we  must 
reestablish  it,  if  there  is  to  be  such  leg¬ 
islation  after  the  year  1948. 

For  that  reason,  it  seems  to  me  incon¬ 
sistent  to  establish  the  date  of  termina¬ 
tion  of  this  particular  support  price  as  of 
June  30,  when  all  the  other  support  prices 
of  the  agricultural  program  are  now 
established  under  different  dates. 

In  view  of  the  question  which  the  able 
junior  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Wil¬ 
liams]  raised  once  before  about  the  sup¬ 
port  price  on  wool,  let  me  say  that  there 
are  support  prices  on  many  agricultural 
commodities.  The  Senator  has  in  mind 
the  more  recent  potato-support  price, 
but  in  the  near  future  he  will  hear  much 
about  the  peanut-support  price,  and  it 
concerns  the  Eastern  States. 


So  I  suggest  that  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  would  be  somewhat  inconsistent 
with  the  entire  agricultural  program  as 
now  provided  by  the  Steagall  amend¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  should  like  to  say 
this  about  the  amendment,  that  in  the 
pending  bill  it  is  proposed  to  confer  upon 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  power 
to  carry  out  the  supporting  of  this  prod¬ 
uct  during  all  the  next  year.  I  should 
like  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  ceases  to 
exist  on  June  30,  1948.  I  wonder  what 
position  we  would  be  in  with  these  con¬ 
flicting  dates. 

Mr.  THYE.  It  was  extended  to  De- 
cember  31 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  think  that  should 
be  checked.  I  understood  it  was  possibly 
June  30.  Anyway,  I  considered  what 
position  we  would  be  in  if  we  were  to 
extend  this  law  until  December,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  ceases  to  exist  on  June  30. 
Could  the  Senator  from  Vermont  answer 
that  question? 

Mr.  THYE.  If  the  Senator  would 
care  to  have  me  answer  that  question, 
relative  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  the  Senate  has  passed  the  bill, 
and  the  House  Banking  Committee  has 
reported  it  favorably  today,  so  that  there 
is  no  question  that  the  bill  will  be  passed, 
extending  the  life  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  until  December  31, 
to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Steagall  amendment. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  The  truth  of  the 
matter  is,  we  are  conferring  upon  an 
agency  which  does  not  exist  power  to 
carry  out  the  proposed  law;  is  not  that 
correct? 

Mr.  THYE.  It  would  be  hardly  con¬ 
ceivable  for  me,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Senate,  that  the  Congress,  having  passed 
a  measure  under  which  the  producer 
geared  himself  to  the  high  production 
he  attained  in  order  to  meet  the  war  de¬ 
mands  upon  him,  would  fail  to  make 
possible  a  continuance  of  the  provision 
of  the  Steagall  amendment,  that  would 
assure  Congress  carrying  out  that  which 
Congress  undertook  in  previous  acts. 

wMr.  WILLIAMS.  I  am  not  suggesting 
tliat  we  would  fail  to  do  it,  but  I  am 
merely  suggesting  that  legislation  is  be¬ 
ing  proposed  before  that  has  been  done. 
We  have  the  cart  before  the  horSe. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  reason  the  life  of 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  was 
extended  1  year  instead  of  2  was  that, 
under  the  law  passed  by  Congress  last 
year,  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
is  required  to  write  and  take  out  a  Fed¬ 
eral  charter  before  July  1,  1948,  and 
therefore  it  was  impossible  to  extend  it 
for  more  than  1  year. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island.' 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  still  open  for  amendment.  If  there 
be  no  amendment,  the  question  is  on  the 
engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  so-called  wool  legislation  was  taken 
up  I  was  engaged  in  a  discussion  of  the 
succession  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  would  like  to  suggest  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  that,  because  of  the 
action  that  has  just  been  taken,  there  is 
no  pending  business,  and  it  is  suggested 
to  the  Chair  that  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  should  move  to  consider  the 
succession  bill. 
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Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
tijat  the  Senate  now  resume 
eration  of  Senate  bill  564, 
ion  bill. 

e  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
frort^  Nebraska.  f 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  (S.  564)  to  provide  for  the  per¬ 
formance  of  the  duties  of  the  office  of 
President,  in  case  of  the  removal,  resig¬ 
nation,  hr  inability  both  of  the  President 
and  Vied;  President. 

Mr.  WRERRY.  Mr.  President,  prior 
to  the  consideration  of  the  so-called  wool 
bill,  the  minority  leader  propounded  to 
me  a  question.  During  my  attempt  to 
answer  the  question,  the  Senator  made  a 
statement  tlmt  I  was  about  to  accuse  him 
of  something,  I  am  not  sure  what.  I 
should  like  tdlsay,  as  genially  as  possible, 
that  I  was  ript  accusing  the  minority 
leader  of  anyt&ng,  and  that  I  protest  the 
fact  that  he  fdels  that  he  can  read  my 
mind.  I  was  about  to  complete  the  an¬ 
swer  to  the  question,  t  am  sorry  the 
Senator  is  not  oiftthe  floor. 

As  I  recall  thel Senator’s  question,  It 
was  this:  If  a  president-elect  and  a 
Vice  President-eleoj;  died,  how  would  the 
Congress  be  convened?  How  would  a 
Speaker  and  a  President  pro  tempore  be 
obtained  to  fill  the  office  of  President? 
I  should  like  to  point;  out  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Kentucky  that, 
having  considered  the  changes  in  the 
Constitution  since  1886,  eliminating  those 
hurdles,  I  have  in  my  'prepared  speech 
the  answer  to  his  questiop.  But,  because 
the  Senator  asked  it  at  this  point,  I 
should  like  to  answer,  briefly. 

Section  2  of  the  twentieth  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  provides: 

The  Congress  shall  assemble  at  least  once 
In  every  year;  and  such  meeting  shall  begin 
at  noon  on  the  3d  of  January’,;  unless  they 
shall  by  law  apppoint  a  different  day. 

So  that  Congress  now  assembles  on  the 
3d  day  of  January.  The  Senate  would 
be  in  session.  Another  thing  that  I  want 
to  statefas  a  premise,  before  answering 
the  Senator’s  question,  is  that  a  Presi¬ 
dent  would  be  serving  as  of  January  3; 
because  the  Senator’s  query  runs  ionly  to 
what  would  happen  if  a  President  elect 
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and  a  Vice  President  elect  should  die  be¬ 
fore  qualifying,  before  taking  office;,  but 
after  their  election. 

A  President  performs  the  duties  of  4,he 
Presidency  until  when?  Until  January 
20.  So  that,  in  the  intervening  time  from 
January  3,  when  the  Congress  is  assem¬ 
bled,  the  Senate,  by  rule  of  the  Senate, 
under  the  twentieth  amendment,  on  Jan\ 
uary  3,  would  beedme  organized,  and  a\ 
President  pro  tempore  would  be  elected.  \ 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  27, 1947 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 


AN  ACT 

To  provide  support  for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  (a)  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shall  continue, 

4  until  December  31,  1948,  to  support  a  price  to  producers  of 

5  wool  in  the  continental  United  States  and  Territories  at  the 

6  price  it  supported  wool  in  1946. 

7  (b)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  hereof,  the 

8  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may  adjust  support  prices 

9  for  individual  grades  and  qualities  of  wool  for  the  purpose  of 

10  bringing  about  a  fair  and  equitable  relationship  in  the  support 

11  prices  for  the  various  grades  and  qualities  of  wool;  and  may 


2 

1  make  discounts  from  support  prices  for  off-quality,  inferior- 

2  grade,  or  poorly  prepared  wool. 

3  Sec.  2.  The  provisions  of  sections  385,  386,  and  388  of 

4  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  shall 

5  be  applicable  to  the  support  operations  carried  out  pursuant 

6  to  the  first  section  of  this  Act. 

7  Sec.  3.  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may,  until 

8  December  31,  1948,  dispose  of  wool  owned  by  it  without 

9  regard  to  any  restriction  imposed  upon  it  by  law. 

Passed  the  Senate  June  26  (legislative  day,  April  21) , 
1947. 

Attest:  CARL  A.  LOEFFLER, 

Secretary. 
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toward  sound  solution  of  the  problems 
whicHy even  during  the  war,  retarded  the 
development  of  decent  housing  for  mi- 
norities.\Today,  Negro  as  well  as  white 
developers\  are  finding  encouragement 
and  assist^ace  where  heretofore  they 
were  met  oWy  with  unsurmountable 
problems  in  building  for  these  groups. 
Substantial  construction  programs  using 
the  resources  of  the  Negro  group  are  un¬ 
der  way  in  Atlanta  and  Macon,  Ga.; 
Nashville,  Tenn.;  Ne\orleans,  La.;  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.;  Lubbock,  ^ex.;  and  various 
other  cities.  At  the  s\me  time  white 
businessmen  have  spearntaded  corpora¬ 
tions  for  the  development  housing  to 
accommodate  Negroes  in  stntfi  cities  as 
Orlando,  Fla.;  Indianapolis,  %nd.;  and 
Rochester,  N.  Y. 

Self-help  characterizes  many  dt  these 
programs  as,  in  the  case  of  MacoV  the 
corporation  is  comprised  of  Negro  enter¬ 
prisers,  or,  as  in  Indianapolis,  the  future 
occupants  of  the  development  are  to  a: 
sist  in,  actual  construction  as  a  means' 
of  lowering  costs  and  sharing  in  respon¬ 
sibility  for  the  success  of  the  venture. 

In  order  to  comprehend  the  amount  of 
work  involved  in  each  case,  it  must  be 
pointed  out  that  careful  follow-up  by 
racial  relations  advisers  is  maintained 
in  every  stage  of  launching”  and  com¬ 
pleting  a  housing  program.  The  initial 
step  of  identifying  the  market  among 
Negroes,  one  of  the  key  points  in'  as¬ 
suring  private  developers  of  a  successful 
venture  in  this  field,  entails  an  operation 
of  major  proportion.  This  market  has 
been  identified  in  more  than  30  localities 
through  the  cooperative  efforts  of  the 
regional  racial  relations  advisers  and 
the  regional  economists.  In  several 
cities  where  public  housing  projects  are 
located,  the  cooperation  of  the  local 
housing  authorities  in  making  available 
lists  of  over-income  public  housing  ten¬ 
ants  had  been  used  in  these  analyses.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  executive  directors 
of  local  housing  authorities  in  several 
cities,  such  as  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex.,  have  taken  a  leading  role  in 
pointing  up  the  private  enterprise  market 
among  Negro  tenants  in  public  housing 
projects  for  whom  no  standard  housing 
is  available  in  the  community. 

Following  the  market  identificatio: 
task  is  the  most  difficult  job  of  locati: 
acceptable  sites  where  residency  of  jfii- 
norities  can  be  effected  without  eno6un 
tering  insurmountable  communitWresist- 
ance.  This  has  been  a  majon^ctivity 
of  racial  relations  advisers  iir  at  least 
half  of  the  120  cities  where  tffe  develop¬ 
ments  are  now  planned  or  under  way.  It 
entails  not  only  locatiorynf  technically 
sound  sites,  approvable  Jdy  the  FHA  and 
local  planning  bodies^md  available  at 
reasonable  costs,  but^uso  “selling”  these 
sites  to  the  commuinty  and  gaining  sup¬ 
port  for  their  us&roy  minorities. 

In  most  citiesyxhis  means  finding  sites 
outside  of  the  afreas  where  minorities  are 
corfcentratecLbr  where  only  slum  neigh¬ 
borhoods  a re  customarily  relinquished 
to  such  groups.  The  impact  of  this  situ¬ 
ation  inmorthern  cities  like  Detroit  and 
Chicagp,  is  common  knowledge;  and  in 
sout^fern  cities  like  Baltimore,  with  20 
percent  of  its  poupulation  confined  to 
2/fiercent  of  the  land  area;  or  like  At- 
inta,  with  one-third  of  the  population  in 


less  than  a  sixth  of  the  land  area,  solu¬ 
tion  of  this  problem  is  regarded  as  the 
key  to  establishing  sound  racial  rela¬ 
tions. 

The  racial  relations  services  continue 
throughout  later  stages  of  development 
with  specific  assistance  in  resolving  such 
problems  as  finance,  occupancy  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  FHA  standards.  Their  ex¬ 
tensive  experience  enables  these  advisers 
to  identify  pitfalls  as  well  as  sound  ap¬ 
proaches  and  assist  in  gaining  under¬ 
standing  and  cooperation  between  mi¬ 
nority  and  majority  groups  to  the  mutual 
benefit  of  the  entire  community. 

Public  Affairs  Pamphlet  No.  128,  Our 
Negro  Veterans,  just  issued  this  year  by 
the  Public  Affairs  Committee,  Inc.,  cites 
the  race  relations  service  of  the  National 
Housing  Agency  with  these  words: 

The  section  under  Dr.  Horne’s  direction 
was  a  model  of  what  services  a  Federal 
agency  could  offer  minority  veterans.  It  was 
reflected  in  a  generally  better  record  in 
housing  for  Negro  veterans  than  other  agen¬ 
cies  could  show  in  their  fields.  Only  by 
recognizing  the  tendency  toward  discrimi- 
'nktion  can  a  Government  agency  ever  satis¬ 
factorily  meet  the  needs  of  those  less  privi^ 
legeW  citizens.  *  *  *  It  is  to  be  hops 

that^be  race  relations  service  will  continue 
in  exigence  and  become  a  model  for  pCher 
agencies^ 

WHAT  l^E  HOUSING  BUDGET  CUTS  JftEAN 

First.  Aaboinistrative  expense  budgets 
of  21  corporations  were  cut  in.4,800,000. 
Of  that  total,  $^S, 200,000  orjtfactically  90 
percent  came  ont  of  the  budgets  of  the 
constituents  of  Bjje  N^rtional  Housing 
Agency. 

Second.  Federal  f^tfblic  Housing  Au¬ 
thority  : 

(a)  Administrate  e^toense  budget  cut 
one-third,  leaving  the  1948  budget  just 
about  one-halfinhat  of  19^ 

(b)  Funds/for  annual  fVleral  pay¬ 
ments  to  make  up  the  difference  between 
the  rents  A\ lich  the  low-incomXtenants 
can  pay  And  the  cost  of  operatin\public 
housinjjprojects  were  cut  from  $7,2^0,000 
to  $2*200,000.'  This  means  higher  mits 
for Xhe  tenants  or  higher  costs  to  \ie 
cit 

'Third.  Federal  Housing  Administra¬ 
tion,  which  requested  an  increase  of  36 
percent,  received  the  same  amount  as 
for  1947. 

Fourth.  Office  of  Administrator,  NHA, 
requested  $1,200,000  and  was  granted 
only  $100,000,  which  is  less  than  the 
present  cost  of  operating  1  month.  This 
amount,  arbitrarily  set  without  reference 
to  specific  functions,  is  claimed  by  the 
committee  as  adequate  to  preserve  the 
administrative  and  policy  supervision  of 
the  Office  of  the  Administrator  for  fiscal 
1948.  Actually,  it  is  less  than  one-half 
the  amount  required  even  to  liquidate 
the  agency. 

IF  THIS  HOUSE  ACTION  IS  APPROVED  BY. THE 
SENATE 

First.  It  means  almost  complete  vic¬ 
tory  for  the  campaign  of  real  estate  and 
home-building  lobbies  to  kill  public 
housing  and  eliminate  all  Federal  aids  to 
bring  decent  housing  within  the  reach 
of  the  masses  of  our  people. 

Second.  The  FPHA  and  Office  of  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  the  two  housing  agencies  in 
which  Negroes  have  gotten  the  best 
break  are  the  hardest  hit.  In  fact,  the 


future  of  the  entire  low-rent  public.- 
housing  program  and  the  Racial  Rela¬ 
tions  Service  is  in  dire  jeopardy. 

Third.  The  FHA,  which  has  launched 
a  program  to  open  up  the  middle  .income 
housing  market  among  Negroe/  to  pri¬ 
vate  enterprise,  must  restrict  yfts  opera¬ 
tions  and  possibly  lose  the/momentum 
built  up  this  year. 

Fourth.  Republican  leadership  must 
bear  the  full  responsibility  for  the  wreck¬ 
ing  of  the  housing  agencies  and  programs 
which  have  meant  rqiflst  to  the  masses  of 
Negroes. 

WH'T  THESE  CV’IS  MEAN  TO  NEGROES 

The  Negro  py&ss  has  universally  pro¬ 
tested  in  newy’Uems,  editorial,  and  spe¬ 
cial  columnists  the  termination  of  the 
Racial  Relations  Service  and  the  curtail¬ 
ment  of  housing  programs  which  have 
meant  §0  much  to  Negro  people.  In  ad¬ 
dition/  the  most  representative  voices 
ajnojig  all  racial  groups  have  spoken. 

r.  Mary  McLeod  Bethune,  president 
ojfthe  National  Council  of  Negro  Women, 
bho  is  recognized  by  many  to  hold  the 
place  once  held  by  the  revered  Booker  T. 
Washington,  writes: 

Today  we  find  that  the  housing  agencies 
which  have  been  most  considerate  of  the 
housing  needs  of  racial  minorities  are  almost 
hopelessly  crippled  under  the  blow  of  un¬ 
precedented  appropriation  reductions.  In 
the  wake  of  the  virtual  elimination  of  the 
NHA  Administrator’s  Office  and  the  ruthless 
curtailment  of  funds  for  the  FPHA,  the  en¬ 
tire  Racial  Relations  Service  is  wiped  out. 
This  action  robs  13,000,000  citizens  of  the 
guidance  of  those  specialists  who  have  given 
us  hope  and  assistance  in  our  struggle  for  an 
equal  chance  ‘to  obtain  decent  shelter. 

Much  of  real  value — 

Writes  Dr.  F.  D.  Patterson,  president 
of  Tuskegee  Institute — 
has  been  accomplished  in  the  way  Federal 
housing  programs  have  reached  Negroes. 
This  has  unquestionably  been  due  in  large 
measure  by  the  untiring  and  effective  work 
of  advisory  personnel  both  in  Washington 
and  in  the  field. 

He  urges  the  continuation  of  these  ra¬ 
cial  advisory  services  “in  an  area  of  need 
which  is  unsurpassed  in  its  importance 
to  the  welfare  of  the  Negro  people  and 
yxi  the  national  well-being.” 
yrhe  National  Urban  League — 

iys  its  general  secretary,  Eugene 
Kinflie  Jones — 
has  foPtanany  years  been  close  to  the  housing 
needs  aW  problems  of  Negroes.  We  have 
found  thSy-acial  relations  staffs  of  the  vari¬ 
ous  housii^L  agencies  an  absolute  necessity 
for  realistic  lmd  intelligent  Government  ac¬ 
tion  in  meethSg  these  needs. 

Roy  Wilkins  Vxecutive  secretary  of  the 
National  Association  for  the  Advance¬ 
ment  of  ColoredxPeople,  speaking  for 
1,500  local  chaptersVith  over  half  a  mil¬ 
lion  members,  states\ 

This  association  fee^s  fhat,  if  the  regional 
racial  relations  advisers  fcu*e  dropped,  the 
whole  program  aimed  at  ewl^ing  a  housing 
program  in  which  minority  £mups  will  re¬ 
ceive  fair  treatment  will  be  se^ously  dam¬ 
aged,  if  not  destroyed. 

The  Honorable  James  Kytle  Williams, 
judge  advocate  of  the  American  Region, 
Department  of  Florida,  writes: 

We  in  Florida  have  set  great  store  by  the 
work  of  Dr.  Horne  and  his  regional  staff-in 
Atlanta.  *  *  *  Members  of  this  staff 
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have  done  the  processing  and  leg  work/  in 
Connection  with  one  of  the  most  imporfent 
projects  scheduled  for  many  years.  I  refer, 
of  course,  to  the  project  of  replacing  the 
slums  of  Miami  and  other  portions  of  pade 
County  area  with  modern  dwellings.  | 

Bishop  William  Alfred  Fountain  wrote 
to  the  President: 

Affi senior  bishop  of  the  African  Methodist 
Episcopal  Church  and  presiding  bishop  of 
the  sixth  Episcopal  district,  namely,  the 
State  tef  Georgia,  I  have  had  considerable 
opportunity  to  note  carefully  and;  evaluate 
the  services  of  the  racial  relations  adviser 
in  this\  region.  Through  my  constituency 
of  over  One  thousand  ministers  and  a  State¬ 
wide  membership  in  excess  of  one  hundred 
thousand^  members,  I  have  been  informed  of 
several  instances  of  services  rendered  to  local 
communities  during  the  recent  war  emer¬ 
gency  and  particularly  during;  the  present 
postwar  housing  crisis  wherein  local  coun¬ 
cils  working  with  the  Federal/'  Housing  Ad¬ 
ministration  through  the  efforts  of  the 
racial  relations  adviser  are planning  and 
building  developments  whicli  will  alleviate 
in  part  the  tragic  housing  problem  faced  by 
all  our  citizens  but  most  particularly 
Negroes.  ; 

A  group  ofHwhite  business  leaders  in 
Orlando,  Fla.,  representing  Rotary,  Ki- 
wanis,  bankings  and  real-estate  interests 
who  have  set  u£  a  nonprofit  corporation 
to  help  colored /citizens  to  acquire  land 
and  develop  a  modern  housing  project 
in  Orlando  states,: 

A1  Thompson,  of  'the  Atlanta  office  of  the 
National  Housing  A,gency,  and  Dr.  Horne, 
of  the  Washington  Ofllce,  both  being  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Negro  race  and  having  to  do 
with  regional  racial]!  relations  have  been 
most  helpful  in  developing  this  project, 
which  we  believe  to /be  the  outstanding  at¬ 
tempt  to  solve  this  problem  ever  to  be  made 


in  this  country. 
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WHAT  MUST  BE  DONE 

.In  order  that  these  minority  groups 
and  all  people  interested  in  their  prog¬ 
ress^  and  the  well-being  of  the  Nation 
mayVot  feel  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  has  turned  its  back  upon 
the  pressing  housing  needs  of  the  under¬ 
privileged,  it  is  mandatory  that  the  Re¬ 
publican  Viajority,  supported  by  those 
of  us  on  tm  minority  side,  join  in  effect¬ 
ing  the  following  results: 

First.  Restoration  by  the  Senate  of  the 
1948  budget  requests  of  the  Office  of  the 
Administrator  \f  the  National  Housing 
Agency  and  of  tl^e  Federal  Public  Hous¬ 
ing  Authority,  th\Federal  Housing  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  tne  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Administratioj 

Second.  ContinUa\on  of  the  Racial 
Relations  Service  ani 
sure  the  necessary  te&mwork  between 
the  building  industry  and  Government 
can  concentrate  their  jaunt  resources 
upon  meeting  the  hotisinAmeeds  of  all 
elements  qf  the  population\and  of  all 
income  groups. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMAR] 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  and  was  given 
perrqfssion  to  revise  and  extend  njs  re¬ 
marks. 

Ir.  SCHWABE  of  Missouri  asked 
is  given  permission  to  extend  his 
larks  in  the  Record  and  include 
f  article  by  David  Lawrence. 
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Willard  S.  Townsend,  international 
president1  of  the  United  Transport  and 
Service  Employees,  staged  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent:  /  i  — 

I  strongly  believe  that  pot  only  Negroes 
themselves,  but  ill  the  genuinely  progressive 
people  within  and  without  the  ranks  of 
labor,  had  observed  the  hdusing  gains  of 
racial  minorities  motivated  by  the  racial  re¬ 
lations  service:  They  will  hot  be  able  to 
understand  tl je  Government's  sudden  and 
arbitrary  disposition  of  this  Service  while 
the  housing  Shortage  so  distinctly  remains 
and  the  particularized  difficulty  of  housing 
racial  minorities  remains  even '  more  vexa¬ 
tious.  • 

Rev.  W.  H.  Jernagin,  director,  Fra¬ 
ternal  Council  of  Negro  Churches  in 
America,  representing  11  denominations 
with  more  than  7,000,000  riiembers, 
writes :  /  , 

As  spiritual  leaders  in  the  community  we 
know  how  important  it  is  to  our  family  life 
for  our  people  to  have  decent  homes  la  which 
to  live  I  and  bring  up  their  children.  Our 
affiliated  councils  and  their  members  have 
grown  to  depend  upon  the  Racial  Relations 
Servicj£  for  assistance  and  guidance  in  the 
formulation  and  execution  of  local  plans  to 
make  more  and  adequate  housing  available 
to  rapial  minority  groups  in  all  income  levels. 
*  It  is  indeed  a  shock  to  us,  who  have 
looking  hopefully  to  the  administration 
the  Congress  for  an  expanded  program 
of  aids  to  assist  in  solving  our  housing  prob¬ 
lems  to  find  instead  that  we  are  being  dis¬ 
armed  by  the  removal  of  the  services  so 
vitally  needed  during  the  current  housing 
_pmergency. 


SENATE  BILLS  REFERRED 

Bills  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles  were  taken  from  the  Speaker’s 
table  and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as 
follows:  / 

S.  1070.  An  acfr  tu  provide1  -for-the  ’cancel- 
latien  of  theoapitaf-efeek-of  the  Federal  De¬ 
posit-Insurance  Corporation  -arnrTirff'reTtmd 


S.  1498.  An  act  to  provide  support  for  wool, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture. 


The  SPEAKER  announced  his  signa 
ture  to  a  joint  resolution  of  the  Senat^ 
of  the  following  title: 

.  J.  Res.  125.  Joint  resolution  to  strength- 
en\the  common  defense  and  to  meet  indus- 
needs  for  tin  by  providing  for  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  a  domestic  tin-smelting  l in- 

dus^y. 

AND  JOINT  RESOLUTIONS  PRE¬ 
SENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT  / 

Mr\  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  Hohse  Administration,  reported  that 
that  cdjnmittee  did  on  June  26, 194^7,  pre¬ 
sent  tolthe  President,  for  his  approval, 
bills  anl|  joint  resolutions  of  thd /House 
of  the  fallowing  titles: 

H.  R.  38i.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alien  T. 
Feamster,  \lr.; 

H.  R.  - 

R.  Hall  anc 

H.  R.  493.  Vln  act  to  amend  section  4  of 
the  act  entitled  “An  act  to  control  the  pos¬ 
session,  sale,  transfer,  and  use  of  pistols  and 
other  danger  <Vrs  weapons  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,”  approved  July  8,  J932  (sec.  22, 
3204  D.  C.  Coop,  1940  ed.); 

H.  R.  577.  An\ict  to  preserve  historic  grave¬ 
led  military  posts; 
let  for  the 


(An  act  for  the  relief /of  Claude 
\Florence  V.  Hall; 


relief  of  James 


relief  of  S.  C. 


the  rfelief  of  Mrs. 


amend  the  act  en- 
5e  for  the  manage- 
f  naval  plantations 
United  States,”  ap- 


act  for  the  ^relief  of  Mary 


ENROLLED  BILLS  AND  JOINT 
RESOLUTION  SIGNED 

Ir.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported/that 
that  oommittee  had  examined  anc0ound 
truly  enrolled  bills  and  a  joint  resolution 
of  theVlouse  of  the  following  titles, 
which  we^e  thereupon  signed  by  the 
Speaker: 

H.  R.  1742. 

Lomas; 

H.  R.  3303.  An  l^t  to  sti&ulate  volunteer 
enlistments  in  thXRegul&r  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  Untied  States; 

H.  R.  3398.  An  act  WV  extend  the  period  of 
validity  of  the  act  to  facilitate  the  admission 
into  the  United  Stages  of.  the  alien  fiancees 
or  fiances  of  members  ofVhe  armed  forces 
of  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  3611.  An,  act  to  fix  a&d  regulate  the 
salaries  of  teachers,  school  offices,  and  other 
employees  of /the  Board  of  Education  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  for  othek  purposes; 

H.  R.  39if  .  An  act  to  continue  temporary 
authority  of  the  Maritime  Commissmp  until 
March  If  1948;  and 

H.  J.Res.  193.  Joint  resolution  to  granVau- 
thority  for  the  erection  of  a  permanl 
buy-ding  for  the  American  National 
C^ss,  District  of  Columbia  Chapter,  WashS 
lEgton,  D.  C. 


yards  in  abandc 

H.R.  617.  An 
Harry  Martin; 

H.  R.  1067.  An  ket  for  the 
Spradling  and  R.  u\  Morris! 

H.  R.  1144.  An  apt  for  the  relief  of  Samuel 
W.  Davis,  Jr.,  Mrs.  Samuel  fN.  Davis,  Jr.,  and 
Betty  Janes  Davis; 

H.  R.  1318.  An  aeft  for  j 
Fuku  Kurokawa  Tmirn;/ 

H.  R.  1358.  An  act«o 
titled -“An  act  to  pr^vij 
ipent  and  operation 
outside  the  continent^ 
proved  June  28,  1944;J 

H.  R.  1362.  An  act  td  Vermit  certain  naval 
personnel  to  count  a(ll\active  service  ren- 
'  dered  under  temporary  appointment  as  war¬ 
rant  or  commissioned  officers  in  the  United 
States  Navy  and  the  Unit*!  States  Naval  Re¬ 
serve,  or  in  the  Unfted  S»tes  Marine  Corps 
and  the  United  Stafes  Markie  Corps  Reserve, 
•for  purposes  of  promotion  Vo  commissioned 
warrant  officer  in  the  Unite^.  States  Navy  or 
the  United  States  Marine\ Corps,  respec¬ 
tively; 

H.R.  1371.  An  Act  to  authdjcize  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Navyfto  appoint,  %  supply  duty 
only,  officers  of  fhe  line  ofjthefdarine  Corps, 
and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  1375.  Ap  act  to  furtheA  amend  sec¬ 
tion  10  of  the  Pay  Readjustment! Act  of  1942, 
so.  as  to  provjfae  for  the  clothinY  allowance 
of' enlisted  men  of  the  Army,  Ms%ine  Corps 
and  Marine  dorps  Reserve; 

H.  R.  1376. /An  act  to  amend  tAe  acts  of 
October  14,  1942  (56  Stat.  786),  as  amended, 

,  and  November  28,  1943  (57  Stat.1593),  as 
'  amended,  so  as  to  authorize  transportation 
of  dependents  and  household  effects  of  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  aim  Coast 
Guard  to  overseas  bases;  * 

H.  R.  1314.  An  act  for  the  relief  of 
disbursing  officers  of  the  Army -of  the 
States,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.R.  1628.  An  act  relinquishing  to! 

State  q i  Illinois  certain  right,  title,  or  i: 
est  of  ihe  United  States  of  America,  an 
other  /purposes; 

H.  R.  1807.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Seci 
tary  pf  the  Navy  to  grant  to  the  county  V>f 
Pittsburg,  Okla,,  a  perpetual  easement  for  t 
construction,  maintenance,  and  operatio! 
of  a  public  highway  over  a  portion  of  the. 
United  States  .naval  ammunition  depot,  Mc-< 
Alester,  Okla.; 

H.  R.  1845.  An  act  to  amend  existing  laws  » 
relating  to  military  leave  of  certain  employ-  I 
els  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  District  -of 
(lolumbia  so  as  to  equalize  rights  to  leave  Qf 


ertain 

lited 


% 


\  State  experiment  stations,  soil-conservation  education  and  technical  advice 
h rough  the  Extension  Service,  the  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  through 
StVte  committees  and  limited  to  practices  specified  h y  the  E:rtcnsion  Service,  a 
11  no  re  representative"  State  committee,  etc0  (pp.  8927-9) » 

19.  Ei?  LOAVES’  LOYALTY*  Rep.  Eberharter,  Pa*,  spoke  against  H.  R*  3813,  the  Federal- 
employees’  loyalty  hill  (pp.  S929-30). 


20.  APPROPRIATIONS*  Received  from  the  President  an  appropriation  estimate  of 

$S6l,000  to Nqarry  on  operations  of  the  Remount  Service  for  the  fiscal  year  1948 
(H.  Doc*  •  397)  K.to  Appropriations  Committee  (p*  89 3l)* 

21*  VIRGIN.  ISLANDS*  She  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  amendment  S.  512,  to 
extend  the  FHA,  SC<^,  and  ACP  programs  to  the  Virgin  Islands  (E.  Rept «  878) (p« 

.  S932). 

22*  RECLAMATION*  The  Public^ Lands  Committee  reported  with  amendments  H.  R.  2873>  to 
.  amend  the  Reclamation  Project  Act  of  1939  (H.  Rent.  88()(p*  8932) 

23*  CIVILE-SERVICE.  RETIREMENT.  THp  Post  '  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  reported 
without  amendment  E.  R,  4l27,\to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  (H« 

Rept*  888) (p.  S932) 

24.  GRAZING*  The  Public  Lands  Commit tSe  reported  without  amendment  H*  R«  4079*  to 

amend  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act  (H.  Re^to . 8S0) (p»  8932)* 

25.  ADJOURNED  until  Mon.,  July  l4  (p.  893l^\  Legislative  program  for  this  week,  as 

announced  by  Majority. Leader  Halleck:  ..  Mon. ,  D.  C.  legislation;  Tues, ,  private 
calendar;  some  time  during  week:  H*  R.  38*13 »  employees’  loyalty;  H.  R.  4l02, 
Science  Foundation;  S.  J«  Res.  123,  repeal \f  certain  war  and  emergency  powers; 
etc.  (pp.  8926-7). 

SENATE  -  July  11  ( coSfinued) 

^6.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  The  Daily  Digest  states:  "Following  disposition  of  income- 
tax  reduction  bill,  H.  R*.3950»  the  Senate  will  complete  action  on  H.  R*  3678, 
War  Department  appropriation,  and  then  debate  H.  Re  3^39 ’  inlependent  offices 
appropriation  bill,  and  K*  R.  3^01,  Agriculture  Department  appropriation  bill. 
Saturday  sessions  are  likely  for  the  remainder  of  the  session,  and  the  program 
of  legislation  is  indicated  by  the  following  statement  by  i^enator  Taft*  'After 
disposition  of  the  tabc-r  eduction  bill  and  the  remaining  appi^ri action  bills, 
the  following  bills/now  on  the  calendar  will  be  proposed  for  nsideration. 
These  bills  have  been  selected  largely  because  it  is  hoped  the\ca,n  be  disposed 
of . without  long  debate.  Several  other  important  measures  apparently  involving 
more  controversy,  are  under  co nsideration  for  action  before  adjournment  on  July 
26,>  The  calendar  will  be  called  from  time  to  time  for  bills  to  which  there  is^ 
no  objection!  H.  Con.  Res.  5l»  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3»°»  8.  1584,  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  5 -year  sugar  program, (pp.  D524-5<=) 

DILLS  INTRODUCED  -  July  11 

27,  AGRICULTURAL  INVESTIGATION.  S.  Res.  l47,  by  Sen.  Thye,  Minn,  (for  himself  arf 
Sens,  Aiken  and  Young),  to  direct  the  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  to 
study  "existing  and  pending  agricultural  legislation,  and.. . .the  trends,  needs, 
and  problems  of  agriculture"  and  to  report  to  the  Senate  at  the  earliest  prac¬ 
ticable  date.  To  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee,  (p.  8831.) 


-4- 

by  Sen.  McCarthy,  Wis.,  _ 

HOUSING  I1T7ESTIGATI0U.  S.  Con.  Res.  25, /to  create  a  joint  committee  to  inves- 
tigate  the  housing  situation.  To  Banking  and.  Currency  Connittee*  (p.  0S3] 


RECLAMATIOU.  H..R.  4157,  hy  Rep,  Engle,  Calif.,  to  authorize  the  An  eric 
Rivek  Basin  develounent ,  Calif.,  for  irrigation  and  reclamation*  To/ 
Lands Nsomnittee*  tpo  £>932- ) 


.ic 


H\R.  4l66,  hy  Sep.  Lenke,  So  Dak,,  to  create  the  3ai 
States,  etci\ To  Banking  and  Currency  Connittee*.  (p*  S932.), 


of  the  United 


32. 
33  o 
34. 


LATIS  AMERICA.  HVR.  4l6g,  "by  Rep.  Jonknan,  Mich. ,  to  pr^Fide  for  reincorpora¬ 
tion  of  the  Institute  of  Inter- American  Affairs.  To  Ejreign  Affairs  Connittee. 

(p.  S933*) 

ITEMS  IS  APPENDIX  -  July  11/" 

FLOOD  COSTROL .  Rep.  Reeves,  Mo.,  inserted  a-Bfinsas  City  Star  editorial  favoring 
additional  flood-control  appropriations  (pp.  A3675-6). 

jr 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION,  Extension  o^rMjfirks  of  Rep.  Poage,  Tex.,  connending  REA 
in  connection  with  Rural  Electrification  Seek  (pp.  A369O— l)« 


APPROPRIATIONS;  FOREIGN  RELIEF 
saying  the  rise  in  food  costs 
and  shipments  of  food  for  fo 


tension*,  of  remarks  of  Rep.  Horan,  Wash., 
argely  attributable  to  "inflationary  budgets" 
relief  (p/\^370l)  • 


35. - 

36. 

37. 


39. 


SESATE  -  July  12 

TAXATION.  Continued  .debate  on  H.  R.  355°>  the  tax-reaction  bill  £pp.  S937“S9)» 
RECESSED,  until  M^n'* ,  July  l4  (p,  £>990)  •  -v 

HOUSE  -  July  12 

FARM  LALO^C .  The  Agriculture  Committee  discussed  in  executive  session  •'({ 

H.  R.  ^367,  to  provide  for  a  permanent  farm-labor  program  through  trig  Extension 
Service  (p.  D52S)0 

RESEARCH.  The  Agriculture  Committee  (but  did  not  actually  report)  H.  R.  4L3»Oi 
to  amend  the  Research  and  Marketing  Act  of  1946  so  as  to  provide  that  not 
than  2.of°  of  the  funds  "appropriated11 ,  rather  than  those  "authorized  to  be 
appropriated",  for  general  research  shall  be  used  by  the  State  agricultural 
experiment  stations  for  conducting  marketing  research  projects  approved  by  USDA 
(p.  D52S). 

mpwww  wwwwiwi iwwtt— tmut 

WOOL.  The  Agriculture  Committee  approved  (but  did  not  actually  report)?.  l49S, 
the  wool' price-support  bill  (p»  D52S).  ; 


QUOTAS.  The  Agriculture  Committee  approved  (but  did  not  actuallyri 
H.  R7^U*^to  amend  the  peanut-marketing  quota  provisions  of  cultural 

Adjustment  Act  "5f-*'123S  (p.  D52S)» 

SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  The  Exn e nditurUb "4»a^ on t ivc  Department s ..Committee 
approved  (but  did  not  actually,  repot*  t)  lu  Rs  *119,  \diich  allows.  WAA  to  dispose 
of  plants  which  cost  the  Government  $1  million  (nbw^^jijLllion)  or  more  without 
further  authority  from  Congress;  S.  I515,  which  makes  su/lifs* property 


Saturday ,  July  12,  1947 


Daily  Digest 


HIGHLIGH 


Semite  continued  debate  on  tax  bill. 

House^yas  not  in  session. 

Wool  pn^e  support  bill  ordered  reported  to  House. 


Senate 


Chamber  Action 

Routine  Proceedings,  pages  8935-893  / 

Bills  Introduced:  Seven  bills  and  two  resolutibns  were 
introduced,  as  follows:  S.  1617-1623;  S.  Res.  148  arW  149. 

Pages  8936-^37 

Bills  Reported:  Bills  and  resolutions  were  reported,  as 
follows: 

S.  339,  private  relief  bill  (S.  Rept.  505) ; 

S.  1576,  to  give  subpena  power  to  Sec.  of  Treas. 
for  conducting  hearings  relative  to  alcoholic  permits 
(S.  Rept.  506) ; 

H.  R.  1180,  to  authorize  coinage  of  50-cent  pieces, 
commemoration  of  100th  anniversary  of  admissiyr  of 
Wisconsin  into  the  Union  (S.  Rept.  507) ; 

H.  R.  3864,  to  amend  D.  C.  Unemployment  Com¬ 
pensation  Act  relative  to  contribution  rajR  after  mili¬ 
tary  service  (S.  Rept.  508) ; 

H.  R.  2225,  authorizing  transfey^f  land  in  Texas 
(placed  on  Calendar) ; 

H.  R.  1132,  to  amend  Shijyfng  Act  on  conveyance 
of  vessels  (S.  Rept.  509) ; 

H.  R.  2109,  to  amend  di€  CAA  Act  of  1938  relative  to 
through  rates  (S.  Ren^Qjio); 

H.  R.  3539,  to  authorize  construction  of  a  chapel  at 
Coast  Guard  Ajj^aemy  (S.  Rept.  51 1).  pages  8936-8937 

Bills  Refen?^3:  The  following  House-passed  bills  were 
referred  ttfme  committees  indicated:  H.  R.  4051  (Com- 
mitteyon  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce);  H.  R. 
4°75  (Committee  on  Finance) ;  and  H.  J.  Res.  233 


(Calendar).  (For  passage/in  House,  see  Digest, 
p.  D522.)  Jr  > — _  page  8937 

Tax  Bill:  Senate  continued  debate  on  H.  R.  3950,  re¬ 
duction  of  individual  income-tax  payments,  effective 
January  1,  1948^/1  he  following  eight  amendments  by 
Senator  Moye  were  defeated:  Declaration  of  policy 
providingjflat  no  tax  reduction  should  be  made  so  long 
as  employment  production  remains  at  high  levels,  re- 
jecte^22  yeas  to  60  nays;  amendment  providing  taxa- 
of  future  issues  of  Federal,  State,  and  local  obliga- 
foht  beginning  January  1,  1948,  rejected  18  yeas  to 
62  naV:  amendments  on  reduction  of  tax  rate  for  lower 
income  groups,  carry-overs  of  net  operating  losses,  tax 
on  small  £&tporations,  capital  gains  and  losses,  estate 
and  gift  taxSt  and  one  providing  for  the  President  to 
submit  in  his  next  economic  report  recommendations 
for  integration  o^Federal,  State,  and  local  tax  pro¬ 
grams,  were  all  rej<*Wed  by  voice  vote.  pages  8937-8989 

Nominations:  The  following  nominations  were  re¬ 
ceived:  Maj.  Gen.  William  P.  T.  Hill,  to  be  a  major 
gen.  while  serving  as  Marine  Corps  Quartermaster 
General,  together  with  47  posftnasters,  and  82  in  the 
Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service. v;The  nomination  of 
Willard  L.  Thorp,  to  serve  as  U.  &  representative  on 
the  UN  Economic  and  Social  Council  was  received  and 
the  previous  nomination  of  Francis  Biddle,. to  the  same 
post,  withdrawn.  page  8990 

*1 

Program,  for  Monday:  Recessed  at  8:49  until  noon, 
Monday,  July  14,  when  debate  will  be  resumed  on 
3950,  income-tax  reduction. 
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Reports  on  Committee  Meetings 

Q 'Committees  not  listed  did  not  meet ) 

WAR  DEPARTMENT,  CIVIL 

Committee  on  Appropriations :  Subcommittee  /con- 
tinued\earings  on  H.  R.  4002,  War  Department  civil 
functionkappropriation  bill,  with  additional  testimony 
on  flood-control  projects. 

UN  SITE  \  / 

Committee  on\oreign  Relations:  In  executive  session, 
approved  S.  J.  Re\i44,  to  authorize  President  to  approve 
UN  site  agreement 

INTERSTATE  BILLS:  % 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce:  In 
executive  session,  the  following  bills  were  approved: 
S.  1132,  to  amend  ShippiW  Act  relative  to  officer  of 
corporation  authorized  to/efcecute  sale  or  conveyance 
of  a  vessel,  with  amendments'!.  R.  3598,  granting  con¬ 
gressional  consent  for  fisheries  compact  on  Pacific  coast 
and  creating  Pacific-Marine  Fisheries  Commission,  with 
amendments;  H.  R,  3539,  to  authorize  construction  of 


a  chapel  at  Coast  Guard  Academy;  H,  R.  2109,  amends 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938  relative  to  through  rates; 
H;  R.  2331,  to  amend  ICC  Act  to  include  sleeping-^ar 
companies  in  definition  of  “carriers,”  relating  to  issu¬ 
ance,  of  securities;  H.  R.  3247,  provide  basic  authority 
for  i\e  of  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  appropriations ; 
H.  RA672,  to  create  academic  advisory  board  for  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  Academy;  H.  R.  3494,  to  establish  per- 
manentYcommissioned  personnel  strength  df  Coast 
Guard;  a\d  S.  885,  to  provide  that  certain  U.  S./dredging 
equipmenlbe  documented  under  the  U.  S.  laws. 

SOLICITOR  GENERAL 

Committee  A  the  Judiciary:  Subcommittee  heard  the 
following  witnesses  testify  in  support  of  the  nomination 
of  Philip  B.  PefJman,  to  be  U.  S.  Solicit^  General:  Mr. 
Perlman;  Wendtll  Allen,  Baltimore  attorney;  and  P.  A. 
Ahlstrom,  Sec.-tWas.  of  Voting  Machine  Corp. 

ARMY-NAVY  DISBURSING  OFFICERS 

Committee  on  the  judiciary :  Subcommittee  concluded 
hearings  on  S.  323,  toVrovide  relief  for  Army-Navy  dis¬ 
bursing  officers,  after  deceiving  Supporting  testimony 
from  Gen.  E.  M.  Fostd^,  and  civilian  personnel. 


House\)f  Representativ< 


Chamber  Action 

The  House  was  not  in  session  today.  Its  next  meeting 
will  be  held  on  Monday,  July  14,  at  12  o'clock  noof 

Reports  on  Committee  Meetings 

FARM  LABOR 


Committee  on  Agriculture:  Full  committee  met  in  exec¬ 
utive  session  et>--H^--Rr~3367;--Iarm“labor-  program,  and 
vacuous  4)th^bilk.  and- voted  to  favorably  report  to  the 
House  the  following  bills: 

visto+r^-of  -  the-  Agf-kuh-wa'l- A  d-jast  me  nt  Aet  of  1938. 

H,.  R...4110,  amends.  Resea rch  Act 

(  Bankhead- Jones  Acr) . 

S.  1498,  continues  support  prices  for  wool. 

NATIONAL  SECURITY  ACT  OF  1947 

C  0  m  m  ittee'cnc .  Ex  pc  n  d  it  tires  in  the  Executive  Depart¬ 
ments:  SubconrniittVe^ta^markupJrlTR.  2319,  National 
Security  Act  of  1947,  mepprfxectitive  session  and  con¬ 
cluded  their  wor^oerthe  new  bill  which „yvill  probably 
be  presenj^d-To  the  full  committee  on  Monday  or 
Tut 


Subcommittee  on  Surplus  Property  met  in  executive 
session  and  ordered  favmably  reported  to  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  the  following  b/lls : 

H.  Con.  Res.  57,  that/no  final  action  be  taken  by  WAA 
leading  to  dispositiqfli  of  property  in  Palm  Springs, 
Calif.,  until  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Ex¬ 
penditures  in  the  Executive  Departments  has  reviewed 
the  case  and  mad  (/a  report  thereon.  \ 

S.  364,  Surplus  ^Airport  Act — authorizes  WAA  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  surplus  landing  and  nonlandingt facilities. 

H.  R.  1 19,  allows  Surplus  Property  Bo^rd  to  dispose 
of  plants  which  cost  the  Government  $1  million  (now 
$5  million)  0r  more  without  further  authority  from 
Congress  (amending  58  Stat.  19). 

S.  1515,  makes  surplus  property  available  f^r  the  al-  • 
leviation  of  damage  caused  by  flood  or  other  catastrophe. 

H.  R.  3800,  amends  the  Surplus  Property  Act  pf  1944 
to  provide  that  veterans'  organizations  shall  be  given  a 
priority  in  the  purchase  of  surplus  property. 

gila  Reclamation  project 

Comptittee  on  Public  Lands :  Subcommittee  on  Irriga¬ 
tion,  and  Reclamation  met  in  executive  session  and  voted 
to  favorably  report  to  the  full  committee  S.  483,  which, 
reauthorizes  the  Gila  Federal  reclamation  project  and  \ 
reduces  its  area. 


I 


CONGRESSIONAL  PROCEEDINGS 

.  ,  '  *  *  « 

OF  INTEREST  TC?  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


OFFICE  OF  BUDGET  AND  FINANCE 
Division  of  Legislative  Reports 
(For  Department'  fetaff  only) 


i cultural  appropriation 

biT^. . . 1 

Anpr  opljiations .  .1,2,13,14,17  ?  1,2 


Issued 
For  actions  of 


July  l6,  1947 
July  15,  19H7 

1  ‘  V;  •  •  SOth— 1st,  No.  135 

•  r- '  CONTENTS 

Lancfe.  .  -19  Prices,  support . . 

Lands ,  farm . 31  Quarantine ,  plant . ,/ 6 
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Dairy  industry. . ...32  .  Legislative  pro  gran. . 21  Regional' -authority,  yi. .  „34 
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Rousing. . . 0^21,23,37  Prices. . . .27 

Cooperatives . 4a 

HIGHLIGHTS:  House  senV  agricultural  appropriation  bill  to  conference.  House  passed 
bill  to  pernit  agencieS^to  meet  payrolls  for  first  half  of  July.  'House  passed  bill 
to  pernit  sale  of  tiribe^Ln  Tongass  Porest.  House  passed  employees 1 , loyalty  bill. 
House  connittees  reported>rfoql  bill  without  inport-controlyprovision,  bill  to  Unit 
entry  of  nursery  stock,  bilikto  an  end  various  peanut-quoyrprovisions,  bill  to  abol¬ 
ish  Jackson  Hole  Monument  and^return  lands  to  Forest  Sejf4icci.aad-.bill  to-r  change 
basis  for  20$  market  ing-researi^  requirement.  Both  Eyases,  agreed:  to  conference  re¬ 
port  on  legislative  appr opr i'at i 0  r^bill .  ' Rep .  Hope  introduced  hill  •tp  authorize  Agri¬ 
culture  Conftittee  to  investigate  agricultural  natters.  \  Senate  pressed,  independent 
offices  appropriation  bill.  Sen.  Williams  said  GCC  was  responsible  for  "technical 
corner1’  on  wheat  market  and  discus  sed^S^vernnene  marketing  operations. 


Vet  orans1  be} 
Wool'. 


&ts.20,25,29s36 
•5,30 


H0U2 


1.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL._  Hepa£  Di^ksen,  Plunley,  Andersen,  Horan,. 

Phillips  of  Calif.,  Cannon,  Whittenf  and  Snbmpard  toere  appointed  conferees  on 
this  bill,  H.  R.  3601  (p.  9103) »  y^enate  confN^ees  were.  appointed  July  l4» 

’  •  .  j  *  ' 

2.  TEMPORARY  APPROPRIATIONS.  Pas^d  without  amendment -H.  J0  Rea*  240,  which  reads 

as  follows:  “Resolved,  That  there*  are  her ebV  app rop r-ia ted-,,  out  of  any 

money  in  the  Treasury  not  pliherwisc  appropriated,  .sptov  ai^QujntS,  ns.  nay  be 
necessary  to  meet  pay  rolls  (obligations  for  which  werfc  incurred  in  accordance 
with  section  10.2  of  the/^ec'ond  Urgent  Deficiency  Appro pSlatioyv  Act ,  1947,  Public 
Law  l6l)  for  p*ay  periods  ending  prior'  to  July  l6,  1S47:  rKryided,-  That  expendi¬ 
tures  hereunder  shalfff  be  charged  to  the  appropriate  approprSe-tions  for  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  1942  wheg/made11  (p.  9H7)» 

'Ik 

3.  FORESTS.  Passed^as  reported  He  J.,  Res.  205,  to. authorize  sale  ofNfcimber  in  the,, 

Tongass  NatiqaCal  Porest,  Alaska,  in  such  a  way  as  to  facilitate  pu5to  production 
in  view  of  fcne  aboriginal  claims  of  Indians  (p.  909*+) •  A  similar  measure,  S.  Ja 
.  Res.  118,  -has  been  reported  in  the  Senate.  * 

4.  EMPLOYE^ 1  LOYALTY c>  Passed,  3l9“6l,  \irith  amendments  H,  R.  3213>  which  provides 

for  ^preliminary  loyalty  check  on- -all  Federal  employees  and  job  applicant s^by 
the/fcivil  Service  Commission  and  an  investigation  by  FBI  of  adverse  findings, - 
njplor  to  action  by  a  5“n®'nber  Federal.  Loyalty  Review  Board,  whose  findings  of 
yiact  are  to  be  final  (ppo  9)118-56)o  •  A'  option  to  recommit  the  bill  to  provide 
*  for  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  was  rejected  133~2480 


4a.TVA  COOP ERAT IVES., Jkvceived  •  f  rofi . this  Department  a  p 

_  i  rlati rm~ rrf  Tnnrr.mM  ry  Coop.Inc.,by  USiSt;  to  Agriculture  Committee 


5#  WOOL-PRICE  SUPPORTS.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  amendment  S. 
l49S,  the  wool  hill  which  is  the  same  as  the  vetoed  "bill  except  for  elimination 
of  the  import- control  provisions  (H.  Rept.  920)(p.  SlS3)  • 


awmwBU/i 


2  It  VTKNnVi 
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6.  PLANT  QUARANTINE.  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  amendments  S.  338*  to 
authorize  USDA  to  limit  importation  of  nursery  stock  to  that  needed  for  propaga¬ 
tion  and  require  that  such  stock  he  grown  in  post-entry  quarantine  to  determine 
whether  it  is  infested  or  infected  (H,  Rept.  921) (p. ,91^3) • 


7.  PEANUT  QUOTAS*  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H*  R*  4] 
to\anend  peanut-quota  provisions  hy  providing  that  the  farm  marketing  quol 
shall  he  the  actual  production  of  the  farm  acreage  allotment  and  that  no^eanuts 
shall^he  marketed  undor  the  quota,  for  any  farm  other  than  peanuts  actually  pro¬ 
duced  On  the  farm;  hy  changing  the  excess-marketing  penalty  to  50 $  o&  the  basic 
loan  rate<  and  hy. making  peanuts  subject  to  quotas  even  though  market ed  before 
the  beginning  of  the  marketing  year,  with  penalties  for  false  stajJ^ments  regard¬ 
ing  this  (HV^Rept.  922) (pp.  9163-^) • 


8.  FORESTS.  The  Public  Lands  Committee,  reported  with  amendments^.  R.  1330*  to 
abolish  the  Jacksbui  Hole  National  Monument  and  return  certain  forest  lands  to 
the  Forest  Service\H.  Rept.  9l4)(p.  91^3) • 
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RESEARCH*  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  Amendment  H.  R.  4ll0,  which 
amends  the  Research  and ‘Marketing  Act  of  1946  by  providing  that  not  less  than 
20$  of  the  funds  rt appropriated”,  rather  than  thos^-  ”authorizod  to  he  appropriat¬ 
ed”,  for  general  research  snail  he  used  hy  the  §tato  agricultural  experiment 
stations  for  conducting  marketing  research  approved  hy  the  Department  (H.  Rept* 
930) (p,  9164). 


/ 
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10.  PERSONNEL.  The  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  reported  \idthout  amend¬ 
ment  S*  Con.  Res.  l4,  favoring  faitv representat ion  of  small  businessmen  on 
.  policy-making  bodies  created  hy  Executive  appointments  (H.  Rept.  929) (p.  9164)* 

/\  m 

RECLAMATION,  The  Public  Lands  Committee  \eported  without  amendment  H.  Res.  244, 

for  investigations  looking  to  provision  0%  additional  water  for  southern  Calif, 
and  the  Colo.  River  Basin  (H.  Rept.  9l6)(p.,%Rl63). 

.This.  Committee. reported  'without  amendment  H.  R*  3834,  to  authorize  a  pro¬ 
ject  for  rehabilitation  of  certain  works  of  th&^Fort  Sumner  irrigation  district 
in  N.  Mex.  (H.  Rept*  924)(p*  9l64). 


12. 


CIVIL— SERVICE  RETIREMENT.  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  providing 
for  consideration  of  H*.  R*  412J,  the  omnibus  retirement  hill  (p.  9163). 


13.  LEGISLATIVE  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Both  Houses  agreed  to  theAco nf erence  report  on 
this  bill,  H,  R.  3993  (pp*  9069—70,  9109"“10).  This  hill  mvtl  now  he  sent  to 
the  President. 
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l4.  NAVAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Both  Houses  agreed  to  the  conference  Report  on  this 
•  hill,  TJf  R*  .3493  (pp«  9C70— 1,  9104-9) .  This  hill  will  now  he  sent  to,!\the  President. 
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RESEARCH.  H.R,  4102,  as  reported  (see  Digest  13l),  creates  a  Nat ion^V Science 
Foundation  of  24  members  to  he  appointed  hy  the  President  and  conf imeckby  the 
enate,  to  formulate,  develop,  and  establish  a  national  policy  for  promotion  of 
fundamental  research  and  education  in  the  sciences  and  to  correlate  its  sCTlcn— 
tific  programs  with  those  undertaken  by  individuals  and  hy  public  and  privcS* 
research  groups;  provides  for  an  executive  committee  of  the  Foundation  and  a 
Director  to  he  appointed  by  the  Foundation;  establishes  an  interdepartmental 
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committee,  including  a  representative  of  this  Department,  to  aid  in  coordinate 
\ng  research  programs  of.  Government  agencies;  provides  that  the  activities 
the  Foundation  shall  supplement,  and  not  supersede,'  curtail,  or  limit  the  ifanc- 
tioVns  or  activities  of  other  Government  agencies;  and  authorizes  Governne 
agencies  to  make  transfers  from  their  research  funds  to  the  Foundation  such 
use  as\is  consistent  with  the  purposes  for  which  the  funds  were  provic 


16. 


17  < 


IS. 


20. 


SMUTS 

MARKET IWG.  Williams,  Del*,' said  CCC  was  responsible  for  tho^technical 

corner"  on  th e\ whe at  market  and  discussed  marketing  operations  Jsf  CCC- and  other 
Government  ageh&^os  and  shipments  made  for  foreign  relief  (pp^r  9086-91 )» 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICESN^PRQPRIATIOIT  BILL,  l$4g.  Passed  with  amendments  this  hill, 
H.R.  3839  (pp.  9072-^!5)*  Sens. .Heed,  Bridges,  Brooks,  CoJuon,  Green,  Russell, 
and  McKellar  were  appo’intdd  conferees  (p.  9085)*’  House^orif  erees  not  yet  ap¬ 
pointed.  Hone  of  the.  roan- commit  tee  amendments  affectydThis  Department. 

WAR  MILITARY  APPROPRIATION  3ILL,  194? .  Passed  as  r^brted- this  hill,  H.R.  3678 
(pp.  90 64-9).  Sens.  Gurney A^rooks,  .Heed,  Bridges^  Thomas  (Okla.),  Hayden,  arid 
Overton  were  appointed  conferees  (p.  9069)*  Houdp  conferees  not  yet  appointed. 

LAUDS.  The  Public  Lands  Commit  teeVreported  wiJn  amendment  S.  1368,  to  increase 
the  size  of  isolated  or  disconnected,  tracts  Jsr  parcels  of  the  public  domain 
which  may  be  sold  (S.Rcpt.  5^7.)  (p»  SiP^y).. 

PERSONNEL.  The _ Public  Lands,  Committee  Aborted  without  amendment  H.H.  l8Jt  to 
include  transportation  by  air  for  TJ. S.^mgloyees  stationed  in  Alaska  (S.Rcpt. 
550)  (p.  9947).  .  V  .  M,r 

The  Civil  Service  Copmittee  apam>ved  (tfut  did  not  actually  report)  H.R. 966, 
to  amend  Sec.  l4  of  the  Veterans1  ©reference  A{*£  so  as  to  make,  it  mandatory  for 

ijion  recommended  by  CSC  in  the 
.se  of  discharge,  suspension, 


becB 


an  administrative,  of ficer  to  tal^r  corrective 
case  of  appeals  made  bv  preference  eligibles 
demotion,  etc.  (p.  D536). 

'  The  Civil  Senfice  Committee  rroproved  (but  di< 
to  permit  Federal  employee^’  to  wi thdraw  retirement 
.ten  years  (p.  D536). 


actually  repo rt)H.R. 1995* 
ictions  at ’any  time  within 


21. 


‘LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM.  Sjfti.  Taft,  Ohio,  requested  that  prder^  procedure  be  main¬ 
tained  on  the  list  of/bills  he  inserted  and  which  included^.  1584,  to  establish 
a  5-yen r  sugar  progjr/n;  and  H. Con. Res.  5l>  to  disapprove  Reorfcjanizat ion  Plrni  Ho. 
3  (housing)  (p^  99^e)*  .. 


H.F.C.  REPORT.  Received  the  RFC  report  for  February  1947  (pi  9Q^( 

HOUSING.  Sen/  McMahon,  Conn.,  inserted  a.  let  ter  from  ITon^alk,  C0nn. . 
the  Taft-Ellender- Wagner 'housing  bill  (p.  9046). 


savoring 


24. 


COMMITTEE^ STAFFS.'  Various  committees,  including  Ranking  and  Currency,  Civ\l  Ser¬ 
vice,  ^Small  Business,  Public  Lands,  and  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Depaj 
mentp{  submitted  reports  listing  the  names  of  ‘staff  members  and  their  salar: 

(pp/ 9047-50).  t  . 


BILLS  INTRO  DICED 


24/uFARM  PROGRAM.  H.Res.  298,  by  Rep. ’  Hope,  Hans.,  authorizing  the  Committee  on  Ag¬ 
riculture  to  make  studies  and  investigations  into  matters  relating  to  agricul¬ 
ture.  To  Rules  Committee,  (p.  916^ 
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25.  R.F.C^VETERANS’  BENEFITS.  H;.R.'  4202,  by  Rep.  Rogers  (Fin.),  anl  EJ^4f2o4,  By 
Rep « . Heckwt^th  (Tex.),  to  amend  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Corpojpimon  Act  so 
as  to  authori^the  RFC  to  purchase  loans  guaranteed  or  insu^^a  under  the  Cl 
Rill,  To  Bankin|>q,nd  Currency  Committee,  (p.  9164.) 


26,  FOODS.  H.R.  4211,  by  RepXDolton,  Ohio,  to  amend  tjje'rederal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  so  as  to  prohibit  the-'.'  Intro  duct  ior^lnto  interstate  commerce  of 
salt,  in  certain  containers,  notsNaving  a  rp<|liired  content  of  iodides.  To  In¬ 
terstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Comm^*t*4iiee^*^p,  9l6^») 


27*  PRICES,  H.Con.  Res.  73>  "by  Rep.  Jj0*dge,  ( Co5hO^ »  and  R.Con.  Res.  7^»  Dy  Rcp.Foote 
(Conn.),  establishing  a  joint^ctfmmittee  to  in^&^tigate  high  prices  of  consumer 
goods.  To  Rules.  Committe§^^(p.  9164.) 


2S.  FLOOD  CONTROL.  S.  1^59*  Dy.  scn,  Hatch,  N.Mex. ,  author!  zUlg^t  he  repair  and  rehab¬ 
ilitation  of  ir^igfation  works  damaged  by  flood  in  the  prevention  of  flood  dam¬ 
age  in  the  Sumner  irrigation  district.  To  Public  Lands  Go^S^ttce.  (p.9050.) 


29*  .PARK  IPANS;  VETERANS.  H..R.  4l47  l  see  Digest  13l)  would-  extend'  the  loa^^arantee 
;ions  of  the  Servicemen's  Readjustment  Act  of  1944  to  veterans  of  Wor!NL 
War  I . 


ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 


30.  WOOL.  Rep.  Mansfield,  Mont.,  inserted  an  article  by  Carl  0.  He  us  cn.  ( secretary, 
Mont..  Wool  Growers'  Assn.),  rtDo  ;We  Want  a  Wool-Growing' Industry  in  This  Country," 
which  sets  forth  facts  concerning  the  sheep  industry:  (pp;  A37^7“8)«  *  '  r 


51.  FARM  LANDS.  Rep.  Miller,  Calif.,  inserted  a  VFW  resolution  favoring  the  family- 
type  farm  and  opposing  S.  912.,  to  repeal  the  acreage  limitations  on  the  Centrj 
ey  project  ~(p.  A3725). 


32.  DAIRY  HtJUSTRY.  Rep.  Davis,  Wis. ,  inserted  his  recent  speech  before  the  South¬ 
ern  Wiscohsjn  Cheese  Assn. ,  in  which  he  discussed  the  future  of  thp^'cheese  indus¬ 
try  (pp.  A 


33*  WATER  UTILIZATION.  Poulson,  Calif.,  inserted  a  Los  Atrfgelos  Times  article 

urging  that  the  questibti  of  rights  to  water  .of  the  C<j>(5rado  River  be  settled 
now  to  end  the  years-old  fcuptroversy  (p.  A374l)« 

34.  MISSOURI  VALLEY  AUTHORITY.  Rep.^R^ice,  Ill. 

"Mr.  Truman  ®acks  the  MVA"  (p.  A3  7  23  b 


mserted  a  N.Y.  Times  editorial. 


35*  MONOPOLIES;  SMALL  BUSINESS.  Sen.  SphfrkmarfJs^la • ,  inserted  a  statement  by  C.W. 
Harder  (pres.  National  $ederatip«lof  Small  BiJfeiness)  urging  "vigorous  and  imme¬ 
diate  antitrust-law  enforcemprip' 1  (pp.  A372S-30) m 


■36.  LOANS;  VETERANS*  BEHEF^JIHS’i  Rep'.  MacKinnon,  Minn.,  inseH^do.  United  States  News 
article,  "Future  of^feterans '  Loans  • —  Incree.sed  Risk  for3^ivate  Lenders,  With 
RFC  Backing  ElLjifeted"  (p.  A3732;). 


37*  HOUSING.  Donohue,  Mass.,  inserted  a  Worcester  Housing  Autbori^^b^ndorsement 

of  hisJf/Ullt  H.R,  3565»  to  provide  housing  for  veterans  (pp.  ^37^3“^)  • 

Dario,  Mass.,  inserted  a  Boston  Traveler  editorial  favoring  the^T^ft- 
lender-Wagner- housing  bill  (p.  A3750). 
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CONTINUING  SUPPORT  FOR  WOOL 


July  15,  1947. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Hope,  from  the;  Committee  on  Agriculture,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

•  [To  accompany  S.  14981 

The  Committee  on  Agriculture,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(S.  1498)  to  provide  support  for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
considered  the  same,  report  thereon  with  a  recommendation  that  it 
do  pass  without  amendment. 


statement 

This  bill  (S.  1498)  is  essentially  the  same  as  the  bill  (H.  J.  Res.  158) 
which  was  reported  favorably  by  this  committee  on  March  26,  1947. 
The  purpose  of  that  bill  was  to  direct  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  to  continue  the  wool  price  support  program  then  in  effect  and 
to  authorize  it  to  dispose  of  stocks  of  domestic  wool  at  less  than  the 
support  price,  if  necessary. 

Some  such  legislation  was  made  necessary  by  the  announced  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  terminate  its  wool-support 
program  on  April  15,  1947.  With  most  other  major  agricultural 
commodities  guaranteed  price  support  until  the  end  of  1948,  the 
legislation  was  required,  according  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  in 
order  to  “put  wool  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  basic  commodities  and 
the  so-called  Steagall  commodities.” 

The  legislation  reported  at  that  time  (H.  J.  Res.  158)  was  approved 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  was  on  substantially  the  terms 
recommended  by  the  Department.  Before  that  bill  was  called  up  in 
the  House  another  measure  (S.  814)  had  passed  the  Senate  and  this 
bill  was  subsequently  reported  favorably  by  this  committee  in  lieu  of 
the  House  bill  (H.  j.  Res.  158).  After  some  amendment  the  Senate 
bill  (S.  814)  was  adopted  and  was  vetoed  by  the  President. 

Since  the  bill  now  before  the  committee  (S.  1498)  is  substantially 
identical  with  the  bill  originally  reported  by  this  committee  (II.  J. 
Res.  158),  letters  from  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  written  at  the 
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time  that  legislation  was  under  consideration  are  included  as  a  part 
of  this  report. 

IMPACT  OF  WAR  ON  WOOL 

The  wool  pricc-support'program  which  is  proposed  to  be  extended 
by  this  bill  has  been  in  effect  since  1943.  It  was  originally  instituted 
as  a  war  measure.  Wool  is  a  strategic  and  critical  war  material,  and 
was  designated  as  such  in  the  President’s  list  of  critical  war  materials. 
During  the  war,  it  was  considered  vitally  necessary  to  maintain 
domestic  wool  production  in  order  to  assure  an  adequate  supply  for 
essential  war  and  civilian  needs.  In  1943,  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  through  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  instituted  its 
wool-purchase  program  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  domestic 
production  and  establishing  a  stock  pile  of  wool  for  war  purposes. 
Under  that  program  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  became  the 
exclusive  buyer  of  domestic  wool  at  a  fixed  schedule  of  prices.  As 
early  as  1940,  other  agencies  of  the  Government  were  seeking  to 
establish  strategic  reserve  supplies  of  wool,  and  during  1941  and  1942 
the  United  States  purchased  and  stock-piled  over  300,000,000  pounds 
of  Australian  wool  to  protect  against  a  tlweatened  short  supply.  In 
addition,  a  cooperative  arrangement  was  worked  out  with" the  United 
Kingdom,  whereby  large  quantities  of  British  wool  were  stock-piled  in 
this  country.  Other  wartime  measures  of  major  importance  affect¬ 
ing  wool  were  also  instituted.  Ceiling-price  regulations  were  estab¬ 
lished,  freezing  the  price  of  raw  wool  at  the  December  9,  1941,  level. 
Restrictions  were  imposed  in  1942  upon  the  manufacture  of  woolen 
goods  for  civilian  use,  and  these  restrictions  became  more  drastic  as 
the  war  progressed.  All  of  the  foregoing  war  measures  have  con¬ 
tributed  to  the  difficult  position  in  which  the  wool  producers  find  them¬ 
selves  today. 

PRESENT  WOOL  SITUATION 

Mill  consumption  of  wool  in  the  United  States  is  at  the  highest 
level  in  peacetime  history,  but  according  to  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  if  a  support  program  is  not  continued,  prices  of  wool  to  growers 
for  the  1947  clip  will  decline  to  a  level  competitive  with  prices  of  im¬ 
ported  wool  and  will  be  somewhat  lower  than  the  prices  received 
under  the  support  program  during  the  last  4  years.  Market  prices 
for  representative  grades  of  imported  wool,  duty-paid  at  Boston,  in 
February  were  8  to  12  percent  lower  than  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration’s  purchase  prices  for  comparable  domestic  wools.  This  is  in 
part  due  to  the  existence  of  large  stocks  of  wool  both  in  the  United 
States  and  abroad. 

Total  United  States  stocks  of  domestic  and  foreign  wool  held  by 
mills,  dealers,  and  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  as  of 
December  28,  1946,  were  895,000,000  pounds  (grease  basis).  These 
stocks  are  more  than  three  times  as  large  as  the  1935-39  average  of 
275,000,000  pounds  for  the  corresponding  date.  Foreign  stocks  of 
wool  are  even  larger.  The  joint  wool  selling  corporation  known  as 
the  “J.  O.”  (Joint  Organization),  a  British  organization  formed  to 
handle  Empire  wools  and  which  operates  as  the  sole  buyer  and  seller 
of  such  wools,  has  a  present  stock  pile  of  approximately  2,000,000,000 
pounds. 
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Foreign  wools  are  being  imported  at  an  increasing  rate,  and  are 
threatening  to  capture  the  entire  domestic  market.  Importations  of 
foreign  raw-apparel  wools  into  this  country  in  1946  were  the  greatest 
in  peacetime  history,  and  total  819,253,000  pounds.  This  represents 
!  about  90  percent  of  United  States  domestic  consumption  of  wool  and  is 
approximately  six  times  greater  than  the  average  annual  importations 
during  the  period  from  1936  to  1940,  inclusive.  This  great  increase 
in  importation  of  foreign  raw-apparel  wools  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
price  of  foreign  wools,  including  a  duty  of  34  cents  a  pound,  clean 
basis,  was  below  the  price  of  domestic  wool,  and  that  mill  consumption 
in  the  United  States  in  1946  was  the  highest  in  any  peacetime  year. 

The  cost  of  producing  wool  in  the  principal  wool-producing  areas 
in  the  United  States,  as  estimated  by  the  United  States  Tariff  Com¬ 
mission,  are  considerably  in  excess  of  the  current  market  prices  and 
are  also  in  excess  of  the  suppox*t  price.  Producer  witnesses  appearing 
before  the  committee  pointed  out  that  the  number  of  stock  sheep  are 
at  record  low  levels.  From  a  high  of  49,346,000  head  on  January  1, 
1942,  stock  sheep  numbers  declined  34  percent  within  5  years  to 
32,542,000  on  January  1,  1947,  the  lowest  on  record  since  1867.  This 
sharp  reduction  in  sheep  numbers  is  the  result  of  a  number  of  factors, 
including  increased  farm  operating  costs,  the  uncertain  outlook  for 
wool  prices,  high  lamb  prices,  and  more  attractive  prices  in  enterprises 
competitive  to  sheep.  Price  uncertainty  is  due  largely  to  the  surplus 
|  stocks  of  wool  which  are  in  existence  both  here  and  abroad,  and  also 
to  the  possibility  of  a  reduction  in  tariff  since  wool  is  among  the  list 
of  commodities  which  are  subject  to  possible  tariff  reduction. 

SUPPORT  LEVEL 

The  level  at  which  domestic  wool  has  been  supported  is  essentially 
the  ceiling  price  which  was  established  under  the  Emergency  Price 
Control  Act.  During  the  time  the  price-support  program  has  been 
in  effect,  domestic  producers  have  received  on  a  national  average 
basis,  between  41.6  and  42.4  cents  per  pound  in  the  grease.  The 
parity  price  lor  wool  as  of  February  15,  1947,  was  40.4  cents  per 
pound.  Producer  witnesses,  who  testified  at  the  hearings,  contended 
that  wool  should  be  supported  on  the  basis  of  90  percent  of  a  com¬ 
parable  price,  which  as  of  February  15,  1947,  would  amount  to  45.3 
cents  per  pound.  It  is  their  contention  that  the  base  period  (1909-14) 
used  for  the  establishment  of  the  parity  formula  is  unfair  with  respect 
to  wool,  since  the  wool  industry  was  in  a  depressed  condition  during 
that  period.  They  also  relied  upon  estimates  of  the  cost  of  wool  pro¬ 
duction  prepared  by  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  to  show 
;  that  the  cost  of  wool  production  was  in  excess  of  the  support  price. 
Although  there  is  no  doubt  as  to  the  need  for  a  continuation  of  a  wool- 
support  program,  it  is  the  view  of  the  committee  that  the  support  price 
I  should  not  be  increased  above  the  present  support  level.  The  parity 
formula  is  not  an  exact  yardstick,  and  parity  prices  of  some  com- 
■  modifies  established  under  that  formula  may  not  be  said  to  be  in 
normal  relationship  to  other  commodities,  but  the  committee  does  not 
believe  that  it  would  be  advisable  to  attempt  to  establish  a  higher 
level  of  support  for  the  remainder  of  the  support  period.  So  far, 
comparable  prices,  for  purposes  of  price  support,  have  been  estab¬ 
lished  for  only  three  commodities,  all  of  which  have  come  into  general 
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use  since  the  base  period  of  1909-14.  Moreover,  the  support  price 
established  for  wool  under  the  price-support  program  was  based  upon 
the  maximum  ceiling  price  calculated  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Emergency  Price  Control  Act,  and  it  is  higher  than  the  parity  price. 
The  committee  has  decided  to  recommend  the  continuance  of  the 
support  program  for  wool  at  the  present  level,  and  to  leave  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  establishment  of  a  comparable  price  for  wool  and  for  lambs 
for  further  study  in  connection  with  the  whole  problem  of  parity  revi¬ 
sion  and  the  establishment  of  a  long-time  farm  program.  The  De¬ 
partment  of  ‘Agriculture  has  also  recommended  that  the  support  level 
should  not  be  changed. 

REMOVAL  OF  RESTRICTIONS  ON  THE  SALE  OF  WOOL 

Under  the  existing  provisions-  of  law,  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  is  not  permitted  to  sell  wool  below  the  parity  price.  Parity 
has  been  increasing  constantly,  and  as  of  February  15,  1947,  the  parity 
price  for  wool  in  the  grease  rose  to  40.4  cents  per  pound.  This  neces¬ 
sitated  an  increase  in  the  selling  price  of  wool  owned  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation,  and  since  the  price  of  comparable  grades 
and  qualities  of  foreign  wool,  plus  the  duty,  was  already  below  the 
price  of  domestic  wool,  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  of  being  unable  to  compete  with  foreign  sellers  or  to  sell  its  wool  in 
competition  with  imported  wools.  Unless  the  restriction  which  pre¬ 
vents  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  from  selling  its  wool  below 
the  parity  price  is  removed,  an  increasingly  larger  portion  of  the  do¬ 
mestic  market  will  be  captured  by  foreign  wool  while  domestic  stocks 
of  wool  in  the  hands  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  continue  to 
increase.  At  this  time,  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  has  on  hand 
approximately  460,000,000  pounds  of  wool.  The  inability  to  sell  its 
stocks  of  domestic  wool  not  only  results  in  the  surrender  of  the  domes¬ 
tic  market  to  foreign  wool,  but  it  also  results  in  increased  storage 
costs.  Such  costs  on  the  basis  of  present  stocks  amount  to  approxi¬ 
mately  $4,000,000  a  year.  To  alleviate  this  situation  the  bill  author¬ 
izes  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  dispose  of  its  wool  without 
regard  to  any  restriction  imposed  under  existing  law.  It  is  intended 
by  this  provision  to  enable  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to 
merchandise  its  wool  stocks  in  an  orderly  manner  and  according  to  * 
good  business  practice.  It  is  not  intended  that  it  should  dump  its 
stocks  of  wool,  or  that  it  should  wage  a  price-cutting  war  or  depress 
the  market  unduly.  It  is  intended,  however,  to  put  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  in  a  position  to  compete  for  the  domestic  market, 
and  to  deprive  foreign  sellers  of  the  competitive  advantage  they -have 
had  of  pricing  their  wool  j  ust  below  the  point  at  which  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  is  permitted  to  sell  its  wool. 

METHOD  OF  SUPPORT 

Since  the  inception  of  the  wool-support  program  in  1943,  the  method 
employed  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  support  wool  has 
been  to  purchase  the  domestic  wool  at  the  support  price,  and  to  resell 
such  wool  at  the  market  price.  This  bill  authorizes  a  continuation 
of  that  method. 


CONTINUING  SUPPORT  FOR  WOOL 


5 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  RECOMMENDS  CONTINUED  SUPPORT 

FOR  WOOL 

i 

The  recommendations  of  the  -Department  of  Agriculture  with  respect 
to  the  need  for  continued  support  for  wool  are  embodied  in  its  reports 
submitted  on  H.  R.  63  and  H.  R.  1890.  The  reports  are  as  follows: 

March  11,  1947. 

Hon.  Clifford  R.  Hope, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Agriculture,  House  of  Representatives . 

Dear  Mr.  Hope:  This  is  in  reply  to  your  request  of  February  17  for  a  report 
on  H.  R.  63,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  establish  a  conipa- 
■  rable  price  for  wool,  a  comparable  price  for  lambs,  and  to  provide  support  price  for 
wool  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  provisions  of  H.  R.  63  are  similar  in  many  respects  to  the  provisions  of 
H.  R.  6043,  introduced  during  the  last  session  of  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress  and 
approved,  with  certain  changes,  by  your  committee.  A  similar  bill,  S.  2033,  was 
also  approved  by  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture  in  the  Seventy-ninth 
Congress.  While  the  main  provisions  of  H.  II.  6043  and  S.  2033  were  endorsed 
by  this  Department  in  1946,  a  number  of  developments  have  taken  place  since 
the  close  of  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress  which  have  caused  us  to  make  certain 
changes  in  our  recommendations.  Some  of  these  changes,  it  appears,  were  also 
felt  desirable  by  your  committee  and  have  already  been  reflected  in  the  bill  which 
was  reported  out  by  your  committee  during  the  last  session  of  the  Seventy-ninth 
>  Congress,  and  in  H.  R.  63,  introduced  this  session. 

We  are  in  accord  with  the  provision  in  section  2  that  the  period  of  price  support 
for  the  present  be  confined  to  the  2  years  1947  and  1948.  This  woidd  put  wool 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  basic  commodities  and  the  so-called  Steagall  com¬ 
modities.  As  a  result  of  the  President’s  proclamation  of  December  31,  1946, 
declaring  the  termination  of  hostilities,  the  Department’s  obligation  to  support 
I  the  price  of  the  basic  commodities  at  90  percent  of  parity  in  the  case  of  corn, 
wheat,  tobacco,  peanuts  for  nuts,  and  rice,  and  at  92*4  percent  of  parity  in  the 
case  of  cotton,  will  end  with  the  1948  crops  of  such  commodities.  The  Depart¬ 
ment’s  obligation  to  support  the  so-called  Steagall  commodities,  namely,  hogs, 
eggs,  chickens  (with  certain  exceptions),  and  turkeys,  milk  and  butterfat,  dried 
peas  of  certain  varieties,  dried  edible  beans  of  certain  varieties,  soybeans  for  oil, 
peanuts  for  oil,  flaxseed  for  oil,  American-Egyptian  cotton,  potatoes,  and  sweet- 
potatoes,  at  90  percent  of  the  parity  or  comparable  price  will  end  on  December 
31,  1948.  The  consideration  of  our  long-time  price  support  policy  for  wool  may 
be  reserved  until  such  time  as  our  long-time  price  support  policy  for  all  agricultural 
commodities  has  been  worked  out. 

As  for  the  level  at  which  the  price  of  wool  should  be  supported  during  1947  and 
1948,  we  feel  that  in  the  light  of  recent  increases  in  parity,  consideration  should 
be  given  to  establishing  the  level  no  higher  than  the  prices  paid  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  for  wool  in  1946.  In  1946  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
paid  on  the  average  between  41  and  42  cents  a  pound  for  wool  in  the  grease.  On 
the  basis  of  January  1947  figures,  the  support  price  for  wool,  as  proposed  in  the 
present  bill,  would  be  44.1  cents  a  pound  for  1947.  In  order  to  sell  domestic 
wools  in  the  past  year  in  competition  with  imported  wools,  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  has  incurred  a  considerable  loss.  To  establish  the  support 
level  as  proposed  in  the  present  bill  would  undoubtedly  result  in  even  greater 
losses  for  1947.  If  the  present  parity  level  continues  through  January  1948, 
losses  during  1948  probably  would  also  be  greater  than  in  1946.  We  recom- 

Imend,  therefore,  that  the  support-price  level  for  the  2-year  period  be  “not  less 
than  the  price  at  which  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  supported  wool  in 
1946.”  The  establishment  of  a  comparable  price  for  wool  and  for  lambs  could 
await  study  of  the  whole  problem  of  revising  the  parity  formula  which  I  discussed 
with  your  committee  on  January  22,  1947. 

In  H.  R.  6043,  as  originally  introduced  in  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress,  there 
were  provisions  authorizing  the  establishment  of  official  wool  and  mohair  stand¬ 
ards.  These  provisions  were  deleted  from  the  bill  reported  out  by  your  com- 
I  mittee  during  the  Seventy-ninth  Congress  and  have  been  deleted  from  the  present 
bill,  II.  R.  63.  We  feel  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  restore  these  provisions  in 
j  the  bill. 

To  effect  the  changes  recommended  herein,  it  is  suggested  that  the  bill  be 
amended  as  follows: 
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(1)  That  section  2  (a)  be  amended  to  read: 

“Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  directed,  through  loans,  purchases,  or  other 
operations,  during  the  period  beginning  with  the  effective  date  of  this  act  and 
ending  December  31,  1948,  to  support  a  price  to  producers  of  wool  in  the  conti¬ 
nental  United  States  and  Territories  of  not  less  than  the  price  at  which  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  supported  wool  in  1946.” 

(2)  That  section  3  of  the  present  bill  be  deleted,  and  the  deletion  be  reflected 
in  the  title  of  the  bill. 

(3)  That  sections  4  and  5  be  renumbered  sections  3  and  4  and  a  new  section  5  ] 
be  added  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  5  (a).  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  hereby  authorized,  after  investi¬ 
gation  and  due  notice  and  opportunity  for  a  hearing,  to  fix  and  establish  types 
and  standards  of  quality  and  condition  for  the  grading  of  wool,  mohair,  wool 
tops,  and  mohair  tops,  and  to  conduct  tests  for  the  shrinkage,  clean  content, 
length  and  fineness  of  fiber,  and  mohair  tops.  The  standards  fixed  and  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Secretary,  as  provided  herein,  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  60  days  after  such  publication  shall  become  and  be  the  Official 
Wool  and  Mohair  Standards  of  the  United  States,  and  such  official  standards  i 
shall  be  substituted  for  and  be  used  in  lieu  of  any  official  wool  or  mohair  standards 
heretofore  established  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under  the  provisions  of 
any  existing  law.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  have  the  power  to  alter  or 
modify,  after  investigation  and  due  notice  and  opportunity  for  a  hearing,  such 
official  standards  whenever  the  necessities  of  the  trade  may  require  and  such 
alterations  or  modifications  shall  likewise  become  effective  60  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  thereof  in  the  Federal  Register. 

“(b)  Any  person  who  has  custody  of  or  a  financial  interest  in  any  wool,  mohair, 
or  tops  therefrom,  may  submit  the  same  or  samples  thereof,  drawn  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  to  such  officer  or 
officers  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  as  may  be  designated  for  the  purpose 
pursuant  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  for  a  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  true  grade,  shrinkage,  or  clean  content,  including  the  comparison 
thereof,  if  requested,  with  types  or  with  other  samples  submitted  for  the  purpose. 
The  final  certificate  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  showing  such  determination 
shall  be  binding  on  officers  of  the  United  States  and  shall  be  accepted  in  the  courts 
of  the  United  States  as  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  true  type,  grade,  or  comparison 
thereof  when  involved  in  any  transaction  or  shipment  in  commerce.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  shall  make  rules  and  regulations  for  submitting  samples  of 
wool,  mohair,  or  tops  therefrom,  for  typing  or  grading. 

“(c)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  cause  to  be  collected  such  charges  as 
he  may  find  to  be  reasonable  for  determinations  made  under  subsection  (b)  of 
this  section. 

“(d)  Whenever  the  Official  Wool  and  Mohair  Standards  of  the  United  States 
established  under  this  section  shall  be  represented  by  practical  forms,  the  Depart-  I 
ment  of  Agriculture  shall  furnish  copies  thereof,  upon  request,  to  any  person,  and 
the  cost  thereof,  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  shall  be  paid  by  ; 
the  person  making  the  request. 

“(e)  The  Secretary  of  Argiculture  is  authorized  to  effectuate  agreements  with 
wool  associations,  wool  exchanges,  and  other  wool  or  mohair  organizations,  either 
domestic,  foreign,  or  international,  for  (1)  adoption,  use,  and  observation  of  univer¬ 
sal  standards  of  wool  and  mohair  grades,  (2)  the  arbitration  or  settlement  of 
disputes  with  respect  thereto,  and  (3)  the  preparation,  distribution,  inspection, 
and  protection  of  the  practical  forms  or  copies  thereof  under  such  agreements. 

“(f)  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  annually,  commencing  with 
the  fiscal  year  1948,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated 
such  amount  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  this  section  6.” 

The  provisions  of  section  5  of  H.  R.  63,  which  would  permit  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  sell  its  stocks  of  wool  at  less  than  parity,  are  essential.  The 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  owns  about  460  million  pounds  of  wool  out  of 
more  than  1 %  billion  pounds  purchased  since  1943.  In  view  of  the  prohibition 
against  selling  under  parity,  we  have  had  to  increase  the  selling  price  sharply  as 
parity  has  increased  i:i  recent  months.  I  l  spite  of  on.1  large  stocks,  mills  are 
buying  large  quantities  of  imported  wools  because  they  can  be  obtained  at  a  lower 
price.  At  present,  in  view  of  the  restriction  against- selling  at  less  than  parity,  we 
are  seriously  handicapped  in  competing  with  foreign  government  corporations  for 
our  own  domestic  market,  and  we  cannot  liquidate  the  holdings  that  hang  over 
the  wool  market  before  the  new  crop  comes  along.  Your  attention  is  called  to  the 
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fact  that  our  wool-purchase  program  expires  on  April  15,  1947.  The  program  was 
undertaken  as  a  war  emergency  measure  and  we  do  not  plan  to  continue  it  unless 
the  Congress  specially  directs  us  to  do  so.  Accordingly,  you  may  wish  to  con¬ 
sider  the  proposed  legislation  at  an  early  date. 

In  view  of  the  telephone  request  that  this  report  be  submitted  today,  we  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advice  as  to  the 
relationship  of  this  proposed  legislation,  or  report  thereon,  to  the  program  of  the 
President. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Clinton  P.  Anderson, 

Secretary. 


March  11,  1947. 

Hon.  Clifford  R.  Hope. 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Agriculture,  House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Hope:  This  is  in  reply  to  your  request  of  February  17  for  a  report 
on  H.  II.  1890,  a  bill  to  amend  section  22  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
(reenacted  by  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937),  so  as  to  extend 
such  act  to  all  programs  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  and  agencies  operating 
under  its  direction,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  bill  would  provide  for  the  imposition  of  import  quotas  on  wool  (except 
carpet  wools)  and  on  processed  wool  products,  whenever  it  appears  that  foreign 
wool  is  being  imported  or  threatens  to  be  imported  into  the  United  States  in 
quantities  and  under  conditions  which  would  materially  interfere  with  anv 
domestic  wool  program  undertaken  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  or  any  of 
its  agencies.  Import  quotas  would  be  established  quarterly  in  amounts  which 
would  maintain  the  price  of  domestic  wool  in  the  United  States.  To  the  extent 
that  prices  of  domestic  wool  are  not  maintained  at  the  specified  levels,  payments 
to  producers  would  be  authorized.  The  bill  would  also  require  the  establishment 
of  a  comparable  price  for  wool  and  provide  for  price  support  to  producers  for  the 
period  ending  December  31,  1948,  at  90  percent  of  such  comparable  price.  Com¬ 
plete  responsibility  for  the  wool-control  program  would  be  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture. 

As  you  know,  this  Department  favors  the  maintenance  of  a  support  price  for 
wool  at  a  level  which  is  fair  in  relation  to  the  support  for  other  farm  commodities. 
Our  views  in  this  respect  are  set  out  in  full  in  a  report  previously  made  to  you  on 


H.  R.  63. 

This  Department  is  also  on  record  as  favoring  the  use  of  quotas  to  prevent  undue 
interference  with  domestic  price-support  programs.  Legislation  which  would  ac¬ 
complish  this  was  recently  recommended  to  Congress  and  has  now  been  introduced 

as  H.  R.  1825. 

Although  the  use  of  import  quotas  appears  to  be  necessary  to  protect  domestic 
programs,  there  must  be  certain  safeguards  if  the  United  States  is  to  comply  fully 
with  the  foreign  economic  policy  expressed  in  the  Trade  Agreements  Act.  Ap¬ 
propriate  safeguards  would  be  provided  if  the  present  law  were  amended  as  pro¬ 
posed  in  H.  R.  1825.  Therefore,  this  Department  does  not  favor  the  enactment 
of  H.  R.  1890  in  its  present  form. 

In  view  of  the  telephone  request  that  this  report  be  submitted  today,  we  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advice  as  to  the 
relationship  of  this  proposed  legislation,  or  report  thereon,  to  the  program  of  the 


President. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Clinton  P.  Anderson,  Secretary. 


DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  JOINT  RESOLUTION 


Section  1  directs  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  continue 
until  December  31,  1948,  to  support  wool  produced  in  the  continental 
United  States  and  Territories  at  the  price  and  on  the  same  terms  and 
conditions  at  which  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  supported 
wool  in  1946.  It  is  intended  under  this  provision  to  give  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  the  same  authority  that  it  has  had  in  the 
past  to  adjust  support  prices  for  individual  grades  and  qualities  of 
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wool  in  order  to  bring  about  a  fair  and  equitable  relationship  in  the 
support  prices  for  the  various  grades  and  qualities  of  wool. 

Section  2  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  utilize  the  facilities  of  county 
and  local  committees,  and  other  authorized  agencies,  in  carrying 
out  the  support  program. 

Section  3  provides  that  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may 
dispose  of  wool  owned  by  it  without  regard  to  any  restriction  imposed 
upon  it  by  law.  This  authority  is  necessary  to  enable  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  to  market  its  stocks  of  wool. 


80th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Union  Calendar  No.  464 

S.  1 498 

[Report  No.  920] 

IN  THE.  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

.  June  27,. 1947  .  ........ 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 

J  uey  15, 1947 

Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 

and  ordered  to  be  printed 

AN  ACT 

To  provide  support  for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  fives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  (a)  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shall  continue, 

4  until  December  31,  1948,  to  support  a  price  to  producers  of 

5  wool  in  the  continental  United  States  and  Territories  at  the 

6  price  it  supported  wool  in  1946. 

7  (h)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  hereof,  the 

8  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may  adjust  support  prices 

9  for  individual  grades  and  qualities  of  wool  for  the  purpose  of 

10  bringing  about  a  fair  and  equitable  relationship  in  the  support 

11  prices  for  the  various  grades  and  qualities  of  wool;  and  may 
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1  make  discounts  from  support  prices  for  off-quality,  inferior- 

2  grade,  or  poorly  prepared  wool. 

3  Sec.  2.  The  provisions  of  sections  385,  386,  and  388  of 

4  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  shall 

5  be  applicable  to  the  support  operations  carried  out  pursuant 

6  to  the  first  section  of  this  Act. 

7  Sec.  3.  The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may,  until 

8  December  31,  1948,  dispose  of  wool  owned  by  it  without 

9  regard  to  any  restriction  imposed  upon  it  by  law. 

Passed  the  Senate  June  26  (legislative  day,  April  21) , 
1947. 

Attest:  CARL  A.  LOEFFLER, 

Secretary. 
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passed  the  House  on  May  12.  This  bill 
rovides  for  veterans  who  are  receiving 
institutional  or  farm  training. 

le  Mathews  bill,  H.  R.  4007,  was  re¬ 
ported  from  committee  on  July  2,  1947, 
unde\  Report  No.  780.  This  bill  super¬ 
sedes 'H.  R.  3583,  which  is  for  a  similar 
purposV  It  provides  for  automobiles  for 
service-\onnected  disabled  veterans  who 
sustaineckthe  loss,  or  loss  of  use  of  a  foot 
or  a  hanok  or  who  are  blind.  The  Rules 
CommitteeVwas  requested  to  permit  a 
special  ruleYut  has  taken  no  action  upon 
a  hearing  held  upon  this  request. 

The  Pattersbn  bill,  H.  R.  3889,  was  re¬ 
ported  from  committee  on  July  8,  1947, 
under  Report  No.  808,  and  is  now  upon 
the  Consent  Calendar.  This  measure 
would  establish  a  resumption  of  service- 
connection  for  chranic  and  tropical  dis¬ 
eases.  It  would  fill\  need  caused  by  ex¬ 
tensive  service  by  veterans  of  World  War 
II  in  tropical  countries 

The  Mathews  bill,  R.  4055  was  re¬ 
ported  from  committee \*n  July  11,  1947, 
and  is  now  upon  the  Consent  Calendar 
of  the  House.  This  bill  would  grant  to 
veterans  of  the  Indian  wai\and  to  their 
dependents  the  same  increase  in  pension 
(20  percent)  that  was  giv«in  to  Civil 
War  and  Spanish-AmericanVWar  vet¬ 
erans  by  H.  R.  3961,  which  was\>assed  by 
the  House  unanimously. 

The  Crow  bill,  H.  R.  3623,  was  Imported 
from  committee  on  July  2,  1947,  %nd  is 
now  upon  the  Consent  Calendar  otf  the 
House.  It  provides  that  members  oV the 
Communist  Party  shall  be  ineligible\for 
veterans’  benefits  and  exacts  penalties 
for  infraction  of  the  law. 

The  following  letter  shows  the  neec 
for  H.  R.  4007: 

Boston,  Mass.,  July  8,  1947. 

Dear  Mrs.  Rogers:  I  am  a  blinded  amputee 
veteran  of  this  past  World  War  and  although 
entitled  to  a  car  under  the  present  bill,  being 
an  amputee,  I  am  not  able  to  qualify  for 
one,  being  blinded  in  the  same  action  in 
which  I  lost  my  left  leg,  blinded  In  addition 
to  the  loss  of  my  leg,  I  cannot  get  a  car  as 

1  cannot  see  to  drive  it  myself,  and  I  Rould 
like  to  add  my  case  to  the  many  yqtf  have 
already  heard  about  who  are  left  out  of  the 
present  bill  which  just  ended  last  month. 

I  think  I  am  entitled  to.  a  car  an  am¬ 
putee  but  also  more  so  being  blinded, 
through  no  fault  of  my  own  and  in  action 
in  Italy  in  the  Infantry.  e 

I  have  been  following  the  accounts  of  your 
committee  in  trying  to  havjp  the  old  bill 
changed  and  fairer  distribution  of  cars  to 
amputees,  either  through  ar  new  bill  or  an 
amendment  to  the  old  on^  I  find  it  very 
hard  getting  around  and  ofeed  a  car  as  much 
or  more  so  than  a  sighted/ amputee.  I  spent 

2  years  in  Army  hospitals,  and  besides  the 
loss  of  a  leg  and  being  Jblinded  my  other  leg 
is  also  badly  damaged/ and  this  adds  to  my 
problem  of  traveln*.  I  know  there  are 
hundreds  of  other  veterans  like  me  who  were 
left  out  of  the  caqfbill  and  are  'entitled  to 
them  just  as  muctf  as  the  sighted  amputees. 

You  have  my  jsermission  to  use  my  case 
in  any  way  youifeee  fit  to  help  bring  about 
a  fair  bill  on  $&tos  for  amputees  now.  We 
need  these  ca»  now  and  hope  Congress  will 
take  action  before  they  close  this  session. 
Sincerely  yours, 

-Tech.  Sgt.  Philip  H.  Hurrell. 

GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  EXTEND 

Mrs.  ^ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  "Mr. 
Speaker,  I  also  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  ifhe  members  of  the  committee  and 


all  Members  may  extend  their  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record  if  they  so  wish 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  then 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Conjfifnittee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  apd  found 
truly  enrolled  bills  and  a  joint  /esoiution 
of  the  House  of  the  following  titles,  which 
were  thereupon  signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  3493.  An  act  making  Appropriations 
for  the  Navy  Department  and/the  naval  serv¬ 
ice  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1948, 
and  for  other  purposes:  / 

H.  R.  3993.  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  legislative  brancly'for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  3950.  An  act  to  Reduce  individual  in¬ 
come-tax  payments:  arid 

H.  J.  Res.  233.  Joint;  resolution  authorizing 
the  President  to  approve  the  trusteeship 
agreement  for  the  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands.  / 

a 

The  Speaker  announced  his  signature 
to  an  enrolled,' bill  of  the  Senate  of  the 
following  title!: 

S.  1419.  An  act  to  enable  the  Legislature  of 
the  Territory:  of  Hawaii  to  authorize  the  city 
and  county  of  Honolulu,  a  municipal  cor¬ 
poration,  t@  issue  sewer  bonds. 

BILL  AND  JOINT  RESOLUTION  PRESENTED 
f  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  this  day  present  to 
th$ President,  for  his  approval,  a  bill  and 
joint  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  titles: 

H.  R.  3950.  An  act  to  reduce  individual  in- 
t'-come  taxes;  and 

H.  J.  Res.  233.  Joint  resolution  authorizing 
le  President  to  approve  the  trusteeship 
jreement  for  the  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
iAmds. 

ADJOURNMENT 

McDOWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
moveVthat  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Th^notion  was  agreed  to;  according¬ 
ly  (at  \  o’clock  and  12  minutes  p.  m.), 
under  iflb  previous  order,  the  House  ad¬ 
journed  Nuntil  tomorrow,  Wednesday, 
July  16,  19(47,  at  11  o’clock  a.  m. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker’s  tableland  referred  as  follows: 

927.  A  letter  frlmi  the  Secretary  of  War, 
transmitting  a  drwt  of  a  proposed  bill  to 
authorize  the  transfer  of  certain  troop- 
kitchen  railway  cars  V)  the  War  Department, 
and  for  other  purpose^  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

928.  A  letter  from  thA  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  transmitting  Veport  of  proposed 
transfer  of  equipment  tcA, Junior  Naval  Re-  ! 
serve  Unit,  Sanford,  Fla.;  \o  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

929.  A  letter  from  the  Acfkig  Secretary  of  . 
the  Navy,  transmitting  report  of  proposed 
transfer  of  equipment  to  All  Hallows  Episco¬ 
pal  Church,  Snow  Hill,  Md.;  to  tl^e  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

930.  A  letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting  a  draft\of  a  pro 
posed  bill  to  provide  for  the  liquidation  and 
dissolution  of  the  Tennessee  Valley  Asso 
elated  Cooperatives,  Inc.;  to  the  Coriimittee 
on  Agriculture. 
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931.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation,  transmitting 
report  of  activities  of  the  Reconstruction 
Finance  Corporation  for  the  month  of  Feb- 
1947;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  iNavy,  transmitting  a  report  of  a, ./pro¬ 
posed  transfer  of  a  picket  boat  to  the  United 
States)  Coast  Guard  Auxiliary  Flotilfa  33, 
of  California;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

933.  A  letter  from  the  Archivist-* of  the 
United  Spates,  transmitting  a  report  on  rec¬ 
ords  proposed  for  disposal  by  various  Gov¬ 
ernment  Agencies;  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Adiiiinistration. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIIJ,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  aind  reference  jto  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  WELCH;  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 
H.  R.  1330.  A  bill  to  abolish  the  Jackson 
Hole  National  Monument  as  created  by  Presi¬ 
dential  Proclamation  No.  2578,  dated  March 
15,  1943,  and  to  restore  tjte  lands  belonging 
to  the  United  States  v^lthin  the  exterior 
boundaries  of  said  monument  to  the  same 
status  held  immediately  prior  to  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  said  proclamation;  with  amendments 
(Rept.  No.  914).  Referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  Hou^  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  . 

Mr.  WELCH:  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 
S.  272.  An  act  to  pnbvidS:  for  the  utilization 
of  surplus  War  Dejprtment-owned  military 
real  property  as  national  cemeteries,  when 
feasible;  without /amendinent  (Rept.  No. 
915).  Referred  io  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WELCH:  Committee  oV)  Public  Lands. 
House  Resolution.  244.  Resolution  for  the 
initiation  of  investigations  looking  to  the 
provision  of  additional  water)  for  southern 
California  and/the  Colorado  Riwpr  Basin,  and 
for  other  purposes;  ^ithout  '.amendment 
(Rept.  No.  9JK>).  Referred  to  tie  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  V^ole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  TABEfe:  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
House  Joint  Resolution  240.  Joint  resolu¬ 
tion  making  temporary  appropriations  for 
the  fiscal*  year  1948;  without  am&idment 
(Rept.  NO.  917).  Referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  tl/e  Whole  House  on  the  State  pf  the 
Union.  / 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois :  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  292.  Resolution  providing 
for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  4127,  a  jbill 
to  arafend  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  of 
May  29,  1930,  as  amended;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  918) .  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

lyir.  WELCH:  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 
T3.Tr.  3325.  A  bill  to  enable  Osage  Indians 
who  served  in  World  War  II  to  obtain  loans 
under  the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of 
K)44,  and  for  other  purposes;  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  919) .  Referred  to  the  Com- 
/mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  HOPE:  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
S.  1498.  An  act  to  provide  support  for  wool, 
and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  920).  Referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 

lr.  HOPE:  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
S.  3^8i-.  An  act  to  amend  the  Plant  Quaran¬ 
tine  AcT'apmpved  August  20,  1912,  . aa  Amend¬ 
ed,  by  addmg-4hereto  a  ne^ section;  with 
amendments  (R^Jit^No,  921).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  th&S5Lhole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Uniorf." 

Mr.  HOPE!  Committee  on'-^'riculture. 
H.  R...M24.  A  bill  to  amend  th&^peanut 
feting  quota  provisions  of  the  Agrf 


9164 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


July  15 


turk  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No,  922).  Re¬ 
ferred  \o  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  St^ite  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  REfep  of  Illinois;  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  o,H.  R.  3980.  A  bill  to  enable 
debtor  railroad  corporations  expeditiously 
to  effectuate  reorganizations  of  their  finan¬ 
cial  structures;  rto  alter  or  modify  their  fi¬ 
nancial  securities!  and  for  other  purposes; 
with  amendments  IftBept.  No.  923) .  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of^he  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  WELCH:  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 
H.  R.  3834.  A  bill  to  authorize  a  project  for 
the  rehabilitation  of  cerlkin  works  of  the 
Fort  Sumner  irrigation  dist%j£t  in  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  924) .  Referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  rsfcie  State  of 
the  Union. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  f^Commit- 
tee  on  Veterans’  Affairs.  H.  R.  381^A  bill 
to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  a\eter- 
ans’  hospital  for  Negro  veterans  at  the  birth¬ 
place  of  Booker  T.  Washington  in  FranB^jn 
County,  Va.;  with  an  amendment  (Rept. 

925) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  thi 

Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ELSTON;  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices.  H.  R.  3417.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the 
conveyance  to  Escambia  County,  State  of 
Florida,  of  a  portion  of  Santa  Rosa  Island 
which  is  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  War 
Department;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No. 

926) .  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 

Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SIKES:  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
H.  R.  3735.  A  bill  to  authorize  and  direct  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  donate  and  convey  to 
Okaloosa  County,  State  of  Florida,  all  the 
right,  title,  and  interest  of  the  United  States 
in  and  to  a  portion  of  Santa  Rosa  Island, 
Fla.,  and  for  other  purposes;  with  amend¬ 
ments  (Rept.  No.  927) .  Referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN:  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce.  H.  R.  3632.  A  bill 
to  extend  the  time  within  which  applications 
may  be  made  to  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board  for  certain  refunds  from  the  unem¬ 
ployment  trust  fund;  without  amendment. 
(Rept.  No.  928).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HOWELL :  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce.  Senate  Concurrent  Res¬ 
olution  14.  Concurrent  resolution  favoring  a 
fair  representation  of  American  small  busi¬ 
nessmen  on  policy-making  bodies  created  by 
Executive  appointment;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  929).  Referred  to  the  House  Cal-, 
endar.  ' 

Mr.  HOPE:  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
H.  R.  4110.  A  bill  to  amend  title  I  of  the’act 
entitled  “An  act  to  provide  for  research  into 
basic  laws  and  principles  relating  to^figricul- 
ture  and  to  provide  for  the  further  develop¬ 
ment  of  cooperative  agricultural  ■'extension 
work  and  the  more  complete  endowment  and 
support  of  land-grant  colleges,”  approved 
June  29,  1935  (the  Bankhead- Jones  Act); 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  930).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE:  Committee  on  House  Ad¬ 
ministration.  House.  Concurrent  Resolution 
70.  Concurrent  resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive 
Departments  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  have  printed  for  its  use  additional  copies 
of  the  hearings  on  the  bill  H.  R.  2319,  the 
National  Security  Act  of  1947;  with  an 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  931). 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BREHM: 

H.  R,  4200.  A  bill  to  provide  for,  foster,  and 
aid  in  coordinating  research  relating  to  den¬ 


tal  diseases  and  conditions;  to  establish  the 
National  Institute  of  Dental  Research,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  D ’EWART : 

H.R.  4201.  A  bill  to  authorize  payments 
to  the  public-school  district  or  districts  serv¬ 
ing  the  Fort  Peck  project,  Montana,  for  the 
education  of  dependents  of  persons  engaged 
on  that  project;  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida: 

H.  R.  4202.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation  Act  so  as  to 
authorize  the  Reconstruction  -Finance  Cor¬ 
poration  to  purchase  loans  guaranteed  or 
insured  under  the  Servicemen’s  Readjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1944;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  WELCH: 

H.  R.  4203.  A  bill  to  establish  eligibility  for 
burial  in  national  cemeteries,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  BECKWORTH: 

H.  R.  4204.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance  Corporation  Act  so  as  .  to 
authorize  the  Reconstruction  Finance  Cor¬ 
poration  to  purchase  loans  guaranteed  or 
insured  under  the  Servicemen’s  Readjust- 
lent  Act  of  1944;  to  the  Committee  on  i 
^nking  and  Currency.  & 

By  Mr.  DEVITT:  / 

.  4205.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  setjfe- 
mentVnd  payment  to  certain  motor  cashiers 
of  claira  against  the  United  States  for  dam¬ 
ages  resulting  from  Federal  possession,  con¬ 
trol,  and^Bperation  in  time  of  wr  of  the 
carriers’  transportation  systems  and  proper¬ 
ties;  to  pro\de  for  just  compensation  to 
such  carriers  rer  the  use  of  suen  transporta¬ 
tion  systems  anSWproperties  dining  such  pos¬ 
session,  control,  and  operation,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Cdtomitte®  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TOW»  ■>' 

H.  R.  4206.  A  bill  t»i>rovide  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  uniform  anWance  to  officers  of 
the  National  Gua xjt  of\he  United  States; 
to  the  Committeqfon  Arnml  Services. 

H.  R.  4207.  A  pill  to  ameal  Thirty-second 
United  States  (36 de,  section  4^(67  N.  D.  A  ), 
as  amended,  Jo  provide  for  ajL  active-duty 
status  for  all'  United  States  propfVty  and  dis¬ 
bursing  ofpfcers;  to  the  Committeemen  Armed 
Services.  / 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  4208.  A  bill  to  amend  sectiflh  251 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Otm- 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

,f  By  Mr.  DAVIS  of  Tennessee: 

H.  R.  4209.  A  bill  authorizing  the  Admin^ 
istrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  to  grant  an  ease¬ 
ment  in  certain  land  to  the  city  of  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  for  street-widening  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans’  Affairs. 

'  By  Mr.  HAGEN: 

H.  R.  4210.  A  bill  to  provide  for  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  chapter  29  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

•  By  Mrs.  BOLTON: 

H.R.  4211.  A  bill  to  amend  section  301  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
so  as  to  prohibit  the  introduction  into  inter¬ 
state  commerce  of  salt,  in  certain  containers, 
not  having  a  required  content  of  iodides;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  MEADE  of  Kentucky: 

TT.  R.  4212.  A  bill  to  provide  increased  sub¬ 
sistence  allowance  to  veterans  pursuing  cer¬ 
tain  courses  under  the  Servicemen’s  Read¬ 
justment  Act  of  1944,  as  amended,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet¬ 
erans’  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  REED  of  New  York: 

H.  R.  4213.  A  bill  to  change  the  order  of 
priority  for  payment  out  of  the  German 
special  deposit  account,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  means. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN: 

H.  R.  4214.  A  bill  to  promote  the  national 
security  by  providing  for  a  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense;  for  a  national  military  establishment; 
for  a  Department  of  the  Army,  a  Department 


of  the  Navy,  and  a  Department  of  the 
Force;  and  for  the  coordination  of  the  acjflv- 
ities  of  the  National  Military  Establishment 
with  other  departments  and  agenciesyOf  the 
Government  concerned  with  the  natkBnal  se 
curity;  to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in 
the  Executive  Departments. 

By  Mr.  KUNKEL: 

H.  R.  4215.  A  bill  to  create  tl^ office  of  Sen 
ator  at  Large  in  the  Senator  3f  the  United 
States  for  ex-Presidents  of  tJTe  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  thg/5udiciary. 

By  Mr.  LEMKE: 

H.  R.  4216.  A  bill  to yfefine  some  acts  con¬ 
stituting  lack  of  gcaa  behavior  within  the 
terms  of  article  Iljr  section  1,  of  the  Con¬ 
stitution  of  the  .United  States  of  justices 
and  judges  of  courts  of  the  United  States; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  MryMACK: 

H.  R.  421tJa  bill  appropriating  funds  for 
the  construction  and  equipment  of  a  new 
school  building  in  the  town  of  Moclips,  Grays 
HarboiyCounty,  Wash.;  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

f  By  Mr.  GRAHAM  (by  request) : 
yt  j.  Res.  239.  Joint  resolution  proposing 
ail  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
JUnited  States  with  respect  to  religious  free. 
f  dom;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  TABER: 

H.  J.  Res.  240.  Joint  resolution  making  tem¬ 
porary  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  1948; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 

H.  J.  Res.  241.  Joint  resolution  to  provide 
for  the  preparation  of  a  plan  for  the  par¬ 
ticipation  by  the  United  States  in  the  ob¬ 
servance  and  celebration  in  Cuba  of  the 
fiftieth  anniversary  of  American  and  Cuban 
victories  in  the  War  with  Spain;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  ROSS: 

H.  Con.  Res.  72.  Concurrent  resolution  to 
call  a  conference  for  the  revision  and 
strengthening  of  the  United  Nations  Charter; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  LODGE: 

H.  Con.  Res.  73.  Concurrent  resolution  es¬ 
tablishing  a  joint  committee  to  investigate 
high  prices  of  consumer  goods;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  FOOTE: 

H.  Con.  Res.  74.  Concurrent  resolution  es¬ 
tablishing  a  joint  committee  to  investigate 
high  prices  of  consumer  goods;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  KNUTSON: 

H.  Res.  293.  Resolution  to  authorize  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  to  continue 
its  investigation  and  study  of  the  internal- 
venue  laws;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN; 

Res.  294.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
printing  of  6,000  additional  copies  of  the 
third  stntermedi ate  report,  entitled  “Investi- 
gation\)f  the  Participation  of  Federal  Of¬ 
ficials  ifii  the  Formation  and  Operation  of 
Health  t^akshops”;  to  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration. 

By  m\ EATON: 

H.  Res.  293^  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  onWoreign  Affairs  to  conduct 
studies  and  inroitigations  of  all  matters 
coming  within  theyurisdiction  of  that  com¬ 
mittee  and  providVg  for  participation  by 
members  of  other  Sending  committees  of 
the  House  of  Representatives;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  HERTER: 

H.  Res.  296.  Resolution^©  create  a  Select 
Committee  on  Foreign  Aid;  the  Committee 
on  Rules. 

By  Mr.  KNUTSON: 

H.  Res.  297.  Resolution  to  pfcvide  funds 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Investmation  and 
study  authorized  by  House  Resolution  293; 
to  the  Committee  on  House  Administration 
By  Mr.  HOPE: 

H.  Res.  298.  Resolution  authorizing,  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  to  make  studies 
and  investigations  into  matters  relating\p 
agriculture;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules 
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(his  vast  project  will  drain  America  of  her 
lbstance  to  the  extent  of  more  than  $20,- 
000,000,000  during  the  next  5  years.  A  study 
is  iiow  being  made  to  determine  to  what  ex¬ 
tend  America  can,  with  safety  to  our  re¬ 
sources  and  reserves,  participate  in  such  a 
plan.' 

I  doVot  believe  this  grave  decision  will  be 
made  tilts  year.  I  hope  not.  I  want  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  this  district  and  of  the  entire  country 
to  have  iAchance  to  think,  to  read,  and  to 
discuss  thife  problem.  We  need  to  know  the 
extent  of  tile  need,  the  objectives,  and  the 
prospects  ofYuch  a  vast  program.  I  hope  it 
will  be  debated  in  every  town  hall  in  Amer¬ 
ica  before  Congress  reconvenes  in  January. 
Its  resolution  ^ill  require  all  the  thinking 
and  all  the  information  that  can  be  mus¬ 
tered.  Every  Member  of  Congress  will  need 
the  help  of  the  peoble  of  his  district  in  mak¬ 
ing  his  decision,  anck  above  that,  he  will  need 
the  help  and  guidance  of  Him  who  gave  us 
courage  in  the  grave \rial  of  war,  and?  must 
now  give  us  wisdom  this  grave  hour  of 
peace. 


No  Money  for  “Down  Under” 

EXTENSION  OF  ROARKS 

OF 


HON.  PETE  JARMi 


have  upon  American  policy?  What  was  the 
relation  of  the  Chief  Executive  to 
Where  had  Mr.  Truman  stood  in  his  politic^ 
activities?  What  was  he  like? 

“The  result  was  the  best  and  most  a  Cu¬ 
rate  and  most  thoroughly  informed  a  ws- 
paper  coverage  of  a  world-important  A  ent 
in  another  country  that  Americans  thro  esi- 
dent  in  Australia  had  ever  seen.” 


da  at  all, 


/ 


OF  ALABAMA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  July  15,  1947 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  tinder 
leave  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  I  include  the  following  article  from 
the  Washington  Post  of  July  13,  1947:' 
No  Money  for  “Down  Under” — -Our  Silei 
Salesmen  Are  Getting  the  Gate 

One  of  America's  wartime  links  with  the 
people  of  the  Southern  Hemisphere  will 
broken  this  week,  by  order  of  the  State 
partment.  f 

Padlocks  will  be  snapped  shut  Wednejjday 
on  the  American  information  libraries  in 
Sydney  and  Melbourne,  Australia.  Later  this 
month,  similar  libraries  in  Wellingtofh,  New 
Zealand,  and  Johannesburg  and  Capetown, 
South  Africa,  will  close  their  door%S-for  lack 
of  funds. 

Congress  slashed  the  State  Deptfttment  ap¬ 
propriations  so  deeply  that  than department 
officials  decided  to  abandon  (fie  dominion 
libraries.  Each  of  them  costyabout  $30,000 
a  year. 

MORE  THAN  BOOKSHELVES 

In  the  scholarly  sense  ,jof  the  word  they 
were  not  libraries  at  aj^f  They  were  pri¬ 
marily  reference  centerjyand  reading  rooms, 
where  anyone  seeking  facts  about  any  phase 
of  American  life  coum  find  them  in  books, 
periodicals,  and  Govjfrnment  documents. 

To  make  them  accessible  they  were  located 
on  downtown  stress  to  help  inquirers,  and 
reference  assistants  were  put  in  charge. 

This  was  something  new  in  American  for¬ 
eign  relations,  mit  it  worked.  Almost  from 
the  moment  tie  Office  of  War  Information 
established  tjft  libraries,  visitors  crowded  in 
at  a  rate  of jpbout  3,000  a  month  at  each  of 
them.  In  Addition,  information  rippled  out 
to  the  prep,  to  universities,  and  to  a  public 
that  hacyfearned  most  of  what  it  knew  about 
Americrorom  Hollywood. 

Hentf  Seidel  Canby,  then  editor  of  the 
Saturday  Review  of  Literature,  was  in  Mel¬ 
bourne  the  day  President  Roosevelt  died. 
He  described  what  happened  as  follows: 

very  newspaper  in  that  part  of  Aus¬ 
tralia  began  to  telephone  the  information 
rary.  What  was  the  procedure  of  install¬ 
ing  a  new  successor?  Who  would  be  his  suc¬ 
cessor  in  case  of  Mr.  Truman's  death?  What 
effect  constitutionally  might  this  tragedy 


SPARED  BY  CONGRESS 

This  was  not  outright  propagi 
yet  Dr.  Canby  and  others  describe^  it  as  prop¬ 
aganda  in  the  best  sense  of  they(vord.  Every 
American  diplomat  stationed  lh  the  domin¬ 
ions.  and  the  dominion  governments  them¬ 
selves,  praised  the  libraries' for  what  they 
did  to  make  the  United  Styes  better  under¬ 
stood  / 

Even  in  Congress  these  was  seldom  the 
slightest  criticism  of  tire  libraries,  although 
other  activities  of  th^ OWI  and  the  State 
Department  were  attacked  without  mercy. 
The  Mundt  bill,  passed  by  the  House  by  a 
3-to-l  majority,  authorizes  the  continuance 
of  information  libraries  abroad,  and  the  State 

I  to  maintain  most  of  them 
a. 

ominion  libraries  the  first 
lid  not  decree  it:  depart¬ 
ed  it  on  their  own.  Offi- 
about  the  reason,  but  as 
gathered  thev  did  it  be- 
is  were  farthest  from  Mos- 
was  not  enough  money  to 
ation  work  everywhere 
continued  in  those  places 
ctly  in  the  path  of  Soviet 
opaganda. 

>f  reasoning,  it  was  judged 
to  Inform  Bulgaria  than 
than  South  Africa,  Iraq 

A  WARTIME  NECESSITY 

It  was  not  always  so.  Early  in  tile  war 
when  hundreds  of  thousands  of  American 
troops  were  stationed  in  Australia,  it  became 
^apparent  that  the  dominions  had  been  badly 
|nd  wrongly  informed  about  the  United 
tates.  One  or  two  mass-circulation  news¬ 
papers  were  distorting  American  attitudes 
an\  policies  almost  as  bady  as  Communist 
propaganda  in  Europe  distorts  it  today.  In 
Sout\  Africa  there  was  an  active  pro-Nazi 
movement  which  never  ceased  its  sniping  at 
the  Incited  States,  especially  among  the 
Afrikaans -speaking  population. 

There  Vas  no  teaching  of  American  history 
in  the  dominions,  and  precious  little  knowl¬ 
edge  of  it.  \There  were  few  American  visitors, 
and  little  opportunity  to  get  American  books, 
magazines,  o\  newspapers.  With  widespread 
ignorance  thebe  was  also  much  suspicion  and 
misunderstand«ig. 

New  Zealand  %ill  has  not  a  single  resident 
newspaper  correspondent  in  the  United 
States;  South  mb’ica  has  Just  one;  both 
countries,  and  Australia,  still  clamor  for  the 
kind  of  material  thekibraries  supplied.  Prof. 
Ralph  H.  Gabriel,  oroTale,  who  taught  for  a 
year  at  Sydney,  said  t\e  other  day  that  their 
loss  would  be  a  disastel 

Ferdinand  Kuhn,  Jr. 


Postal  Retirement  Bill 

EXTENSION  OF  Re\\RKS 

OF 

HON.  KENNETH  B.  KEAjING 

OF  NEW  YORK  H 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday,  July  15,  1947 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  my 
sincere  hope  that  the  so-called  Stevenson 
postal  retirement  bill,  which  has  now 


bOen  reported  favorably  by  the  Hous 
Conunittee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice,  will  be  approved  promptly  by/the 
Rules 'Committee  and  brought  to  the 
floor  of  «he  House  for  action  before  ad- 
journmentok  This  measure  has/been  re¬ 
drawn  to  meet  certain  objections  made 
by  some  of  Che  members  of  the  Rules 
Committee.  iX  some  resects,  notably 
regarding  the  elWnnatiyT  of  dependent 
children  under  18Vrm*f  the  benefits  of 
the  legislation,  I  regn^;  that  this  has  been 
necessary. 

The  bill,  howey£r,  certainly  substan¬ 
tially  improves  Dfe  lot  of \group  of  Fed¬ 
eral  employees/whose  faitimdness,  devo¬ 
tion  to  duty^and  quality  of  performance 
are  unsurpassed  either  in  governmental 
or  private' employment.  ThisXpeasure 
will  affairl  to  them,  at  a  very  slighi^cost, 
according  to  actuarial  estimates,  a  ‘mod¬ 
est  harcrease  in  their  retirement  annuity. 
No/6ne  can  doubt  that  this  recognition 
is^needed  and,  in  my  judgment,  richly 
leserved. 


Do  We  Want  a  Wool-Growing  Industry 
in  This  Country? 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  MIKE  MANSFIELD 

OF  MONTANA 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday,  July  15,  1947 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
wool  industry  in  the  United  States  is 
in  a  very  precarious  position.  It  is 
vitally  necessary  that  this  Congress  con¬ 
sider  carefully  and  pass  the  wool  bill, 
which  I  hope  will  be  before  us  shortly. 
If  this  Congress  does  not  give  this 
needed  assistance  to  this  industry,  we 
can  expect  it  to  decline  still  more.  This 
would  be  disastrous  to  the  country  and 
is  something  we  should  not  allow.  The 
wool  industry  is  entitled  to  the  protec¬ 
tion  guaranteed  in  the  bill  unanimously 
reported  out  by  the  Agriculture  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  we  will 
pass  this  measure  before  adjournment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  inserting  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks  a  statement  of  facts 
concerning  the  sheep  industry  as  com¬ 
piled  by  Mr.  Carl  O.  Hansen,  secretary 
of  the  Montana  Wool  Growers  Associa¬ 
tion,  and  published  by  many  papers  in 
my  State  of  Montana.  I  recommend  its 
reading  to  the  membership  because  it 
states  briefly  our  position  and  the  need 
for  assistance  by  the  wool  industry: 

Facts  Concerning  the  Sheep  Industry 
(By  Carl  O.  Hensen,  secretary,  Montana  Wool 
Growers’  Association) 

MONTANA  SHEEP  NUMBERS 

Sheep  numbers  in  Montana  have  been  de¬ 
clining  steadily  from  nearly  4,000,000  head 
in  1942  to  less  than  2,000,000  head  at  the 
present  time.  This  alarming  liquidation  is 
based  on  a  number  of  factors,  but  lack  of 
profit  is  the  principal  reason  for  sheepmen 
going  out  of  business.  Other  factors  include 
the  labor  shortage  and  the  uncertain  future 
for  the  industry. 

UNITED  STATES  WOOL  PRODUCTION 

The  United  States  produces,  at  the  present 
time,  only  300,000,000  pounds  of  wool  annu- 
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ally  and  our  annual  consumption  for  the 
past  several  years  is  approximately  1,000,000,- 
000  pounds.  The  United  States  has  always 
depended  upon  imports  to  satisfy  its  demand 
for  wool.  In  normal  times  the  United  States 
produced  approximately  two-thirds  of  its 
consumption. 

WOOL  IN  TIME  OF  WAR 

Army  and  Navy  officials  have  testified  that 
a  domestic  wool  industry  is  absolutely  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  proper  defense  of  the  country 
during  wartime.  They  are  convinced  that 
something  should  be  done  now  to  assure  the 
United  States  a  strong  industry  and  a  suitable 
reserve  of  domestic  wool.  During  the  war, 
wool  was  stock-piled  for  our  security  and 
wool  growers  were  encouraged  to  stay  in  the 
business.  To  do  this  the  Government  pur- 
thased  all  domestic  wool  at  a  set  price.  Now 
after  the  war,  certain  interests  not  sympa¬ 
thetic  with  the  wool  Industry  are  willing  to 
sell  the  wool  grower  down  the  river,  since  the 
wartime  purpose  has  been  accomplished. 
Others  who  are  more  farsighted  realize  the 
need  for  a  healthy  domestic  wool-growing 
Industry  in  the  event  that  there  might  be 
future  wars.  Naturally  if  we  are  to  maintain 
a  wool  Industry,  wool  growers  will  need  some 
type  of  support,  because  they  have  to  com¬ 
pete  with  foreign  wool.  The  British  Joint 
Organization  controls  the  world  wool  market 
and  can  undersell  our  domestic  wool  growers 
within  24  hours’  notice  no  matter  what  the* 
wool  market  is  in  this  country.  The  reason 
for  this  is  quite  simple.  The  cost  of  produc¬ 
tion  in  this  country  has  risen  tremendously 
since  before  the  war.  In  Montana  these  costs 
have  doubled  and  labor  costs  have  increased 
158  percent.  Americans  have  the  highest 
standards  of  living  of  any  country  in  the 
world,  so  in  any  kind  of  times,  it  will  cost 
more  to  produce  domestic  wool  than  foreign 
wool. 

ESTIMATED  INCOME  FROM  WOOL  AND  LAMB  IN 
MONTANA 

The  estimated  1946  income  from  wool  in 
Montana  was  $10,005,000  from  22,234,000 
pounds  of  grease  wool.  The  estimated  1946 
income  from  lamb  in  Montana  was  $18,805,- 
000  for  121,950.000  pounds  of  lamb. 

PREPARATION  OF  FLEECES 

Australian  wool  is  considered  approxi¬ 
mately  10  cents  per  pound  more  valuable 
than  domestic  wool  of  the  same  grade,  due 
to  the  superior  method  of  preparing  the 
fleeces  for  market.  The  Australians  "skirt” 
all  fleeces  at  the  shearing  pens.  This  proce¬ 
dure  consists  of  removing  the  britch,  leg  wool 
and  offsorts  from  the  fleeces  and  packing 
this  wool  separately  from  the  main  body  of 
the  fleece.  That  makes  the  fleece  uniform 
which  is  desirable  from  a  selling  standpoint, 
Australian  wool  is  also  graded  at  the  shear¬ 
ing  pens. 

WOOL  IN  INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 

The  British  Empire  has  very  little  to  bar¬ 
gain  with  when  it  comes  to  trading  with  this 
country  with  the  exception  of  wool.  The 
Governments  of  the  British  Empire  appear 
to  have  a  most  selfish  motive  when  trade 
agreements  are  discussed  as  far  as  wool  is 
concerned.  These  governments  want  us  to 
lower  our  tariff  so  that  they  can  make  this 
country  a  dumping  ground  for  that  product 
which  is  so  extensively  produced  in  these 
countries.  They  are  not  satisfied  with  sup¬ 
plying  the  United  States  with  the  amount 
of  wool  which  represents  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  our  production  and  our  consumption. 
However,  the  wool  growers  themselves  in  Aus¬ 
tralia  have  made  statements  supporting  our 
tariffs  and  want  to  see  our  domestic  wool 
growers  protected.  Our  State  Department 
appears  willing  to  lower  the  tariffs  and  let  the 
foreign  wool  come  into  this  country  and  then 
subsidize  our  own  domestic  industry.  There 
is  this  point  about  it.  No  matter  what  our 
domestic  market  is,  the  Joint  organization  is 
going  to  undersell  our  wool  Just  enough  be- 


mnection,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  in¬ 
clude  a  letter  from  Dr.  C.  E.  Brehmi 
president  of  the  University  of  Tennessee 
atiKnoxville,  outlining  the  need  for  an 
;  expanded  RQTC  program  and  urging  the 
[passage  of  pending  legislation  to  provide 
for  the  effective  operation  and  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  Reserve  Officers  Training 
Corps.  I  urge  the  members  of  this  Con¬ 
gress  \to  give  thoughtful  consideration 
to  the\  contents  of  Dr.  Brebm’s  message 
as  his\  opinions  represent  the  views  of 
one  of  the  outstanding  educators  ^>f  our 
j,  country^  The  passage  of  legislation  rec¬ 
ommenced  by  Dr.  Brehm  will  greatly 
1  stimulate  volunteer  enrollment'’  in  the 
ROTC  and  serve  to  strengthen  and  build 
up  the  defense  of  our  country/  Action 
i  on  this  atjd  similar  needed  legislation 
should  be  taken  prior  to  the;  adjourn- 
i  ment  of  the  present  session  of  the  Con- 
:  gress.  The\letter  is  as  follows: 

diversity  of  Tennessee, 
Knoxville,  Jitly  8,  1947. 


The 


Hon.  Joe  EvinS 


low  our  price  to  obtain  the  market.  As  we 
have  said  before,  the  Joint  Organization  con¬ 
trols  the  world  wool  market.  They  market 
about  80  percent  of  the  world's  apparel  wool. 

OUR  WOOL  STOCK  PILE 

The  Government  owns  over  400,000,000 
pounds  of  grease  wool  which  it  has  been  un¬ 
able  to  sell  because,  according  to  law,  it 
cannot  sell  wool  at  less  than  parity  price. 

Foreign  wool  has  been  selling  at  a  price 
enough  lower  to  steal  the  market  so  the 
Government  has  been  stock-piling  the  wool. 

The  Government  should  be  allowed  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  this  wool  at  market  prices  and  in  an 
orderly  manner  so  as  not  to  upset  the  mar¬ 
ket.  This  is  only  fair  to  our  domestic  wool 
growers,  because  it  is  not  their  fault  that 
we  have  this  tremendous  stock  pile.  It  is 
simply  an  aftermath  of  war  and  the  indus¬ 
try  is  a  war  casualty. 

IT  BOILS  DOWN  TO  THIS 

Do  we  want  a  wool-growing  industry  in 
this  country  or  not?  If  we  do,  the  only 
way  we  can  have  one  is  to  give  the  domestic 
wool  grower  enough  protection  so  that  he 
can  grow  his  wool  and  receive  enough  for 
it  to  pay  his  operating  costs  and  have  a  rea¬ 
sonable  profit.  This  can  be  accomplished  by 
adequate  tariff,  import  quotas  or  direct  Gov¬ 
ernment  subsidy.  If  we  do  not  have  a  wool¬ 
growing  industry,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  it  would  weaken  the  defense  of  this 
country  and  millions  of  acres  of  land  which 
are  adapted  to  sheep  grazing  and  sheep  graz¬ 
ing  alone  would  be  valueless  and  the  source 
of  Income  from  taxes  on  these  lands  would 
be  lost. 

OPPOSITION  TO  THE  DOMESTIC  INDUSTRY 

Certain  members  of  the  Boston  wool  trade 
who  have  derived  substantial  profits  from 
handling  foreign  wool  during  the  war  would 
rather  see  the  domestic  wool  industry  liqui¬ 
dated.  Profits  to  wool  handlers  on  domestic 

wool  since  1943  have  been  moderate  because  ,  -  .  .  ,  ^ 

they  were  paid  on  a  commission  basis.  These  |,  yecelve  a  set-back  thaC 
handlers  who  have  made  huge  profits  prior  f  t0/ye/°mR'  ,  !  . 

to  the  war  at  the  expense  of  the  domestic  I  .  Tlle  ,r  Department 
growers  are  opposed  to  a  program  that  would 
protect  the  industry. 

The  wool  trade  has  thousands  of  dollars 
to  spend  lobbying  and  on  publicity  that  is 
detrimental  to  the  domestic  wool  industry. 

In  spite  of  this  opposition,  wool-growers’ 
associations  were  able  to  convince  Congress 
that  their  request  for  protection  was  based 
on  facts  and  that  the  industry  does  need 
protection.  Even  though  the  wool  legisla¬ 
tion  was  turned  down  by  the  President,  there 
is  still  hope  of  remedial  legislation  that  will 
protect  the  industry  through  1948. 


House  o/  Representatives  J 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Representative  Evins:  On  April  29 
j  there  was  submitted  to  th£  House  a  bill 
designated  as  H.  vR.  3280  which  provides  for 
i  Army  ROTC  activities  in  cooperation  with 
\  the  land-grant  c«leges.  The  proposed  in¬ 
i'  tent  of  this  bill  iato  encourage  ROTC  en- 
rollments  in  the  Variou*  collegse  of  the 
,  country  in  order  t<S  provide  officers  for  the 
Army  and  at  the  Ame  Jtime  give  military 
training  to  young  mdb  as  a  part  of  our  whole 
;  national  defense  progSram. 

If  this  bill  is  not  aiacted  in  this  session 
of  Congress,  but  helcL  over  until  the  next 
j  session,  it  will  be  ratAr  disastrous  for  the 
J  ROTC  program.  By  tb%  I  mean  that  it  will 

■“  require  some  time 
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as  given  the  col¬ 
leges  much  assurance  of  t%e  need  of  the  post¬ 
war  ROTC  program,'  and  ^particularly  along 
the  lines  provided  in  the  YiOTC  legislation. 

By  virtue  of  the  interest  oflthe  War  Depart¬ 
ment  in  this  program  and  the  belief  that  the 
proposed  legislation  would  %>e  enacted  into 
law,  the  colleges  have  endeawpred  to  encour¬ 
age  in  every  way  young  men.  to  participate 
in  the  ROTC  programs.  Fdg  example,  in 
cases  of  students  in  colleges  with  ROTC 
schools  pursuing  the  advance  course  in  mili¬ 
tary  instruction,  it  is  prcposedlto  give  each 
student  monetary  allowances  atf.a  daily  rate 
not  exceeding ,$1 ,  plus  the  cost  oftthe  garrison 
ration  of  the- Army  for  the  nuirSjjer  of  days 
under  instruction  during  the  lasf^(2  years  of 
training.  s 

We  have  a  large  number  of  veterans  en¬ 
rolled  in  tlje  University  who  would3»piake  ex- 
n<j  cellent  officers  due  in  large  part  to 
experience.  Many  of  these  students! 
willing  to  increase  their  academic 
taking  ROTC  courses  unless  some 
assistance  is  given.  Last  summer 
was  rumored  that  postwar  ROTC  le 
would  increase  the  emoluments  to  abo%t  $60 
per  month,  we  had  a  large  number  of  %>pli- 
cants  for  the  advanced  courses,  but  ^hen 
Congress  failed  to  act,  most  of  these  students 
lost  interest  in  the  program. 

At  the  present  time  we  are  adding  tt*ee 
additional  units  to  our  program  here,  Signal 
Corps,  Transportation  Corps,  and  Ordnana 
making  a  total  of  six  units.  We  may  nq 
be  able  to  secure  enough  students  for  at 
of  these  units  if  the  proposed  legislation; 
fails  to  pass  before  Congress  adjourns. 

It  is  our  understanding  that  there  is  no  1 
real  objection  to  the  bill  in  Congress.  It  is  't 
Just  one  of  those  that  lies  in  a  committee  \ 
any  action  unless  someone  gets  be-  \ 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF 
Tuesday, , 

Mr.  EVINS.  Myi  Speaker,  the  Reserve 
j  Officers  Training  Corps  Ms  functioned 
|  in  the  collegeyand  universities  of  this 
Nation  for  ijMny  years  and  has  served 
to  provide  /rained  men  for  thS  armed 
services  ojt  our  country  both  in  time  of 
peace  and  war.  The  ROTC  has  been  a 

popula/  and  useful  arm  of  service  for  without  any  ™  someone  K«»  De- 

OUr  Nation  s  defense  and  it  should  ba.  hind  it.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  I  am  writing 
strengthened  and  expanded.  In  this  \  you. 
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Qtolgaaxt  Hopo  of  the  Agriculture  Cooaifctee  continued  his  testimony  is  support  cf 
the  M1X„  Is  reckons*  to  a  question  by  Hep,  Sidi  as  to  hot?  long  €10  eaperinsiteX 
program  should  ho  continued,  Sep,  Hope  said  that,  if  at  th©  ond  of  3  years  we  are 
sot  Rgatting  BOEo^feers0  and  ^learning  so!sething,,£f  ho  will  ho  willing  to  recoisnend 
roposl  of  the  eat ir©  progroaf.  S©pc  Cox  asked  if  hex!  iaearaBae  is  set  being  par©- 
vided  hy  private  enterprise,  and  Bep,  Sop©  said  it  was  to.t  that  tfco  rates  tfere  high 
and  only  one  risk  is  involved*  Reps,  BIsXey  and  Harness  asked  the  basis  up os  vh£& 
ths  insurance  counties  would  ho  selected  aa&  said  the  rest  of  the  country  would  ho 
paying  for  benefit  a  te  those  couatios,  hut  Hop,  Hope  replied  that  the  entire  country 
would  'benefit  from  ttm  results  of  the  ©s^esiaenhs  in  those  cefnti©s«  Bqp,  Harness 
tsaid  ther®  kid  heea  several  years  of  ©sjsrisent;,  that  die  program  lad  failed,  cxd 
that  the  Act  should  he  repe&ledg  Bap,  Hop©  replied  that  than©  has  mot  yet  bees  my 
trso  eaperimatatian0  that  Sis  progress  has  feaes,  operated  largely  en  e,  relief  basis, 
Bep«  Cox  said  the  hill  represents  a%cs?thy  objective**  as&  that,  if  tse  Act  were 
repealed  entirely,  the  eaperlenca  gained  to  date  would  he  a  sospXete  3jossc 

Bepo  Paco  spoke  in  support  of  the  hill,  pointing  out  the  corrective  provisions  of 
the  MU  end  defendisg  the  present  prpgrss  against  chargee  that  it  has  failed j  he 
eaid  nor©  has  boon  paid  out  for  retlggs&st  of  FedoraX^g^loyoas  thaa  2ms  been  paid 
far  crop  insurance  and  said  tbe  erop-insorano ©  progisaa  hae*” avoided  tie  necessity  of 
sob©  disaster  appropriations,  s &a&  as  fckoa©  tskieh  !3ouM  have  bees  necessary  on 
account  0?  flood  dam^e,  Bep,  Eieh  geld  that  one  of  th©  Qbest  thirgs1*  ms  that 
*Ms&©rfl©a  fired  Wright  0 

1 

jjjtep*  Bill  testified  la  favor  of  the  hill.  In  response  to  a  question  by  Hep,  Harness, 
he  said  it  would  he  in  order  ea  the  floor  £br  an  asentiMBt  to  he  proposed  to  repeal 
the  entire  Act,  Bep,  Hill  said  that,  if  the  pro  gras  cannot  b©  worked  out  in  the 
next  s  years -with  the  right  kind  of  aa&ageaa&t,  ba°ll  he  In  favor  of  discontinuing  it 

In  response  to  a  question  by  Bales  Ghalrmaa  Alien,  £®p,  Bop©  said  ho  tees?  of  no 
opposition  1®  §1©  hill  in  the  A^icaltere  Ctono&ttee, 

Wool  BUli 

In&waa  Hone  of  th©  Agriculture  Gsaszittee  said  fa©  Gonnittee  has  not  changed  it© 
views  ©a  the  vetoed  hill  hut  recognises  the  legislative  situs  tloa,  In  answer  to  a 
quostioa  by  Bcg>0  Wad ©sorth,  Bep,  lop©  said  filer©  would  be  no  wooh»prlc©  support  if 
the  hill  is  set  passed*  sine©  mol  is  neither  a  basic  ®©r  Steagall  coiicsodity,  Bop, 
Barter  said  oa©  arguseat  fos*  the  hill  is  that  wool  is  a  critical  oissodity  hut 
that,  if  this  is  so,  it  should  h©  etoc^iled,  ssd  ^at  th©  present  stockpile  is 
causing  the  trouble,  Beg,  Hop®  indicated  that  the  Arn^y  asy  take  over  CGC  stocks 
for  a  stockpile,  Rqp,  Hertor  criticised  CCG°s  haying  sad  selling  operations  on 
weolo  Bcp»  Bich  said  the  stockpile  will  sot  dieropt  the  sarkot  nuch  if  GCG  doe© 
not  duap  it  ell  at  once,  Bep.  Hope  said  the  Agricultar®  Conaittee  tote  was 
uneainauCo  Beps,  firaager  and  Barrett  spoke  briefly  in  support  of  ths  hill« 
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\ngencies  on  notice  that  the  appropriations  for-' the  fiscal  year  194S--as  for  any 
other  year — are  intended  to  cover  earnings  for  all  the  workdays  occurring  in 
that  year.  .  Ho  deficiency  estimates.  will  ho  considered  in  future  years'  to  cover 
earnings  for  workdays  carried  over  front  Jjpior  years©"-  •  ■/  •  •  , 

Foreign  reliefs  "This  connittee  and  Congress  have  no  re  t  hay  shown  a  de¬ 
sire  toVextend  the  hand  of  fellowship  to  peoples  of  the  \irorld,  hit  it  nust  te 
ren entered  that  there  is  a  Unit,  to  the  resources  of  - this  country  and  the  -gov- 
ernnents  <r£  the  other  countries  nust  not  expect  that  relief  fron  the  United 
States  is  linitless<>  Ways  nust  he  found  for  the  peoples  of  .other  lands  to  be- 
cone  self-supViprtingo5i  „  .  I .. 

EnnloyeesXloyaltyo  "The  connittee  has  not  acted  onithe  natter  in  this 
hill  inasnach  as\there.  is  now  pending  in  Congress  a  hill/on  this  subject  which, 
when  enacted,  wiliybe  in  substitution  for  the  progran  a £  outlined  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Executive  or^er*  It  was  felt  that  considerable?  revisions  would  probably 
be  nade  in  several  oKihe  items  in  the  estinate,  the/exaet  details  of  which  will 
have  to  be  detcrnined  after  the  final  enactment  of  me  pending  billo" 

. '  Lend-lease,,  "The  committee  feels  that  the  v£yrioq§-  departments  concerned. 
should  have  the  settlenei\  of  this  program,  and  t$e  accounts  involved,  nuch 
nearer  completion  than  appears  to  be  the  cases  A'hero  is  no  justification  for 
allowing  it  to  drag  out  for  Several  years  as  c^uld  easily  be  done  if  Congress 
were  willing  to  maintains.  fortep.  to  keep  it  gSing©  The  connit tee* ©. wishes  to 
urge  on  all  the  Department s«, ©concerned  the, utmost  necessity  of  winding  up  this 
progran  at  the  earliest  possible\ate« "  '  / 

Foreign  relief 0  "The  connittae  has  Blade  this  reduction  because,  of  the 
requirements  that  were  estimated  to\e  needed,  this  amount  represented  the  sun 
intended  to  go  to  certain  countries  wraich  have  not  shown  a  disposition  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  requirements  of  the  act  ^fchorizing  the  appropriation©0 

"The  committee  was  not  at  a,ll  fa&or&bly  impressed  by  some  of  the  programs 
carried  on  overseas,  particularly  tkose  which  involve  the  so-called  cultural 
progran©"  / 

Foot-and-nouth  disease©  "Tfyt;  Commit teeX® is  convinced  of  the  absolute 
necessity  of  eradicating  this  disease  before  ilk  reaches  our  own  country  and  is 
willing  to  make  every  necessary  provision  for  thbd;  purpose©  However, ©» ©the 
committee  is  unwilling  to  nalpfe  additional  appropriations  of  considerable  sums  _ 
on  the  basis  of  the  varying  Estimates  of  cost...  Thk  committee© ©  ©looks  to.  the 
Secretary  to  see  that  the  iob  is  done  as  rapidly  as  possible  at  a  minimum  cost" 
Sugar  rationings  "It  is .hoped  that  the  program  wLLl  be  ended  at  the 
earliest  possible  date©"/  . 

Bureau  of  Federal  /Supply  0  "The  committee  has  denied^  request  ...for  the 
so-called  Federal  cataloging  system0  It  appears  that  the  various  agencies©., 
are  not  working  along  prop>erly  coordinated  lines  in  planningXthis  program  and 
the  connittee  is  tijerefore  rejecting  this  request©  It  would  steer,  more  appro¬ 
priate,  if  the  Departments  expect  to  obtain  congressional  approtsal,  that  they 
get  together  ancL/Uay  out  a  plan  upon,  which  all  are  in  reasonable  Agreement  snd 
present  it  to  C/cngress  at  some  future  date  with  a  definite  showingqpf  advanta¬ 
ges  and  economies  expected  to  accrue©©©  A  request  was  made  for  an  ao&itional 
$2,000,000  tar  augment  the  general  supply  fund0  The  committee  has  denied  this 
request  and /would  suggest  to  the  Bureau  of  Federal  Sflpply  that  it’  is  probably 
keeping  top  large  an  inventory  at  the  present  tine  and  could  make  considerably 
more  non^f  available  if  it  would  take  steps  to  speed  up  its  collections  of\ 
money  dufe  from  the  various  agencies  to  whom  Supplies  are  furnished®."'  (Begardr- 
ing  the1'  stockpiling  item)  "The  committee  cautions  the  Bureau  of  Federal  Supply 
©♦©angT  urges  it  to  be  particularly  careful  to  see  to  it  that  the  Government  * 
does/not  acquire  perishable  itens  unless  there  is  substantial  reason  to  believe 
that  there  is  immediate  need  therefore©  ©  ©  It  is  the  wish  of  the  connittee  that  the 
authorities.  ©  ©proceed  with  the  utmost  caution  cand  acquire  this  material  at  such 


3o  WOOL-PRICE  SUPPORT So  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  consideratio 
.  of  S.  1498,  the  wool  hill  (p.  9488) « 


4,  CROP  INSURANCE*  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  consideration  of 
H»  R,  3465,  to  plaoe  the  crop- insurance  program  on  an  experimental  basis  (p<» 

"9488)  0 


5o  -  TAXATION.  Passed  He  R,  3950,  the  tax-reduction  hill,  over  the  .President 1  s  vefio 
N3v  a  299-lOS  vote  (pp.  9467-70)o  The  Senate  later  sustained  the  veto  by 
36.  vote,  uhich  was  short  of  the  2/3  requirement  (pp.  9425-48) 0 


6,  FARM  PRODUCTION.  Rep,  Miller,  Nebr©,  inserted  a  Sidney  (Nebr<>)  Telej 
torial,\"G-as  scarcity  loons  as  harvest  threat"  (pp©  9458-9)° 


edi- 


7*  HOUSING-  INVESTIGATION.  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolut ionf(Ke  Con,  Res, 
104,  H,  Rept'i\997)  to  establish  a  Joint  Committee  on  Housing  pa'  investigate  the 
housing  situation  (pp,  9437-8)  0 


S0  FOREIGN  RELIEF,  TN\  Rules  Committee  reported  resolut ions /To  provide  for  a  Selecl 
Committee  on  ForeigmA-id  and  to  authorize  the  Foreign  Jprfa irs  Committee  to 
investigate  foreign— r^ief  needs  (p.  9488). 


9®  RFC  APPROPRIATIONS,  Passed  without  amendment  H,  Ry  4268,  which  includes  194s 
funds  for  RFC  (pp®  9503”4)  * 


10,  PLANT  QUARANTINE.  In  reportings,  338  (see  Digest  135) »  regarding  nursery- 
stock  imports,  the  Agriculture  Committee  ytruck  out  the  provision  regardihg 
bulbs  and  the  phrase  "for  propagation  piu^poses." 


SENATE 


July  IS 


llo  WAR  POWERS*  Agreed  to  the  House  arfendnentSt  to  S,  J,  Res,  123,  terminating  cer¬ 
tain  war  and  emergency  powersbpMo  94o^— 5)  o  Xlhis  measure  will  now  be  sent  to 
the  President o 

Among  the  House  amendments  were  deletion  the  provision  repealing  OUT 
powers. 

Other  provisions  o£/the  measure,  as  finally  pissed,  of  interest  to  this 
Department  are  as  foil 


Item 


Commit! 


Comment 


Authority  of/the  Secretary  of  Agri-  Operations  already  n^ve  been  ended, 
culture  to  inspect  meat-packing  estab-. 
lishments  engaged  only  in  intrastate 
commerce, /intil  6  months  after  the  war® 


be  Expenditures  up  to  $1,000,000  a  year  No  appropriations  were  ma.de 
authorized  for  forest-fire  control,  fiscal  years  1947  or  194S„ 
without  matching  of  funds,  during  the 
^lergency. 


the 


c.  Authority  for  the  Secretary  of  Ag-  Would  not  relieve  the  Department  of 

riculture  to  encourage  expansion  of  necessity  for  maintaining  a  price 

production  of  nonbasic  agricultural  through  Dec.  31,  1948,  for  producers 


80th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  j  Report 
1st  Session  f  (  No.  1001 


CONSIDERATION  OF  H.  R.  1498 


July  18,  1947. — Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Allen  of  Illinois,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

/ 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  315] 

The  Committee  on  Rules,  having  had  under  consideration  House 
Resolution  315,  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  the  resolution  do  pass. 
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80th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


House  Calendar  No,  1 44 

H.  RES.  3 1 5 

[Report  No.  1001] 


TN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

July  18,  19-17 

Mr.  Allen  of  Illinois,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
resolution;  which  was  referred  to  I  he  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this 

2  resolution  it  shall  he  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve 
2  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 

4  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1498)  to  pro- 

5  vide  support  for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  all  points 
(i  of  order  against  said  hill  are  hereby  waived.  That  after 

7  general  debate,  which  shall  he  confined  to  the  bill  and  con- 

8  tiniie  not  to  exceed  one  hour,  to  he  equally  divided  and  con- 

9  trolled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of  the 

10  Committee  on  Agriculture,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amend- 

11  ment  under  the  five-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 

12  consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall 


2 


1  rise  and  report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such  amendments 

2  as  may  have  been  adopted  and  the  previous  question  shall 
•>  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 

O 

4  to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion  except  one  motion 

5  to  recommit. 
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aesser 
an 

EngfH,  Mich. 
Fallor 
Fellows 
Fenton 
Fletcher 
Foote 
Fulton 
Gamble 
Gavin 
Gearhart 
Gillette 
Gillie 
Goff 

Goodwin 
Graham 
Grant,  Ind. 
Griffiths 
Grpss 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 
Hale 
.  Hall, 

Leonard  W. 
Halleck 
Harness,  Ind. 
Herter 
Heselton 
Hess 
Hill 

Hinshaw 

Hoffman 

Holmes 

Horan 

Howell 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Javits 

Jenison 

Jenkins,  Ohio 

Jenkins,  Pa. 

Jennings 

Jensen 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Jones,  Ohio 

Jones,  Wash. 

Jonkman 

Judd 

Kean 

Kearns 

Keating 

Keefe 


Kerste’n,  Wis. 

Reeves 

Sikes 

Talle 

Whittington 

Kilburn 

Rich 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Teague 

Williams 

Knutson 

Riehlman 

Smathers 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Kunkel 

Robsion 

Smith,  Va. 

Trimble 

Winstead 

Landis 

Rockwell 

Somers 

West 

Wood 

Latham 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Spence 

Wheeler 

Worley 

LeFevre 

Rohrbough 

Stigler 

Whitten 

Zimmerman 

Lesinski 

Lewis 

Ross 

Russell 

NOT  VOTING — 41 

Lodge 

Sadlak 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

O’Toole 

'Love 

St.  George 

Bland 

Hall, 

Patman 

McConnell 

Sanborn 

Bonner 

Edwin  Arthur  Pfeifer 

McCowen 

Sarbacher 

Boykin 

Hartley 

Powell 

McDBnough 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Hays 

Rabin 

McDowell 

Scoblick 

Buckley 

Hebert 

Riley 

McGarvey 

Scott,  Hardie 

Celler 

Heffernan 

Rivers 

McGregok 

Scott, 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Sabath 

Abernethy 
Albert 
Allen,  La. 
Andrews,  Ala. 
Barden 
Bates,  Ky. 
Battle 
Beckworth 
Bell 
Blatnik 
Bloom 
Boggs,  La. 
Brooks 
Brown,  Ga. 
Bryson 
Buchanan 
Bulwinkle 
Burleson 
Byrne,  N.  Y. 
Camp 
Cannon 
Carroll 
Chelf 
Clark 
Colmer 
Combs 
Cooley 
Cooper 
-  Courtney 
Cox 

Cravens 
Crosser 
Cunningham 
Davis,  Ga. 
Davis,  Tenn. 
Dawson,  Ill. 
Deane 
Delaney 
Dingell 
Dolliver 
Domengeaux  / 
Donohue  f 
Dorn  / 
Doughtoa 
Douglas' 
Drewry 
Durham 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Engle,  Calif. 


McMahon 
McMillen, 

Mack 

MacKinnon 
Macy 
Maloney 
Mason 
Mathews 
Meade,  Ky. 
Meade,  Md. 
Merrow  « 
Meyer 
Michener 
Miller,  Conn. 
Miller,  Md. 
Miller,  Nebr. 
Mitchell 
Morton 
Muhlenberg 
Murray,  Wis. 
Nixon 
Nodar 
Norbiad 
O’Hara 
Owens 
Patterson 
Phillips,  Calif. 
Phillips,  Tenn. 
Ploeser 
Plumley 
Potts 
Poulson 
Ramey 
Reed,  Ill. 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Rees 

NAYS— 171 

Evins 

Feighan 

Fernandez  , 

Fisher 

Flannagan 

Fogarty 

Folger 

Forand 

Gary 

Gathings 

Gordon 

Gore 

Gorski 

Gossett 

Granger 

Grant,  Ala. 

Gregory 

Hagen 

Hand 

Hardy 

Harless,  Ariz. 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hart 

Havenner 
Hedrick 
Hendricks 
Hobbs 
Hoeven 
Holifleld 
Hope 
Huber 
IJull 
Jacksoiyf  Wash. 
Jarme 
Johnson,  Okla. 
Joyks,  Ala. 
J0hes,  N.  C. 
arsten,  Mo. 
earney 
Kefauver 
Kennedy 
Keogh 
Kerr 
Kilday 
King 
Klein 
Lane 
Lanham 
Larcade 


Hugh  D„  Jr. 
Scrivner 
Seely-Brown 
Shafer 
ihort 

pson,  Pa. 
Sr^Rh,  Kans. 
Smi\h,  Maine 
Smitn.  Wis. 
Snyder 
Springe? 
Stanley 
Stefan 
Stevenson 
Stockman 
Stratton 
Sundstrom 
Taber 
Taylor 
Tibbott 
Tolefson 
Towe 
Twyman 
Vail 

Van  Zandt 

Vorys 

Vursell 

Wadsworth 

Weichel 

Welch 

Wigglesworth 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Wolcott 

Wo.lverton 

Woodruff 

Youngblood 


Lea 

LeCompte 
Lemke 
Lucas 
Lusk 
Lyle 
Lynch 
McCormack 
McMillan,  S.  C. 
Madden 
Mahon 
Manasco 
Mansfield, 
Marcantonlo 
Martin,  Iowa 
Miller,  Calif. 

Mills  / 

Monroney  / 
Morgan  f 
Morris  / 
Morrison  / 
Mundt 
Murdoc 
Murray,  Tenn. 
O’Brfen 
O’JSfonskl 
Tee 

'assman 
Peden 
Peterson 
Philbin 
Pickett 
Poage 
Preston 
Price,  Fla. 

Price,  Ill. 

Priest 
Rains 
Rankin 
Rayburn 
Rayfiel 
Redden 
Richards 
Rizley 
Robertson 
Rogers,  Fla. 
Rooney  * 
Sadowskl 
Sasscer 
Schwabe,  Mo, 


Clements 

Cole,  Mo. 

Eaton 

Fuller 

Gallagher 

Gifford 


Kee 

Kelley 

Kirwan 

Ludlow 

Norrell 

Norton 


Sheppard 
Smith,  Ohio 
Thomas,  N.  J. 
Thomason 
Vinson 
Walter 


So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

Additional  general  pairs: 

Mr.  Thomas  of  New  Jersey  with  Mr.  Walter. 

Mr.  Hartley  with  Mr.  Riley. 

Mr.  Bennett  of  Michigan  with  Mr.  Chap¬ 
man. 

Mr.  Gwynne  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Rivers.  1 
tMr.  Martin  of  Iowa  with  Mr.  Clements. 

{r.  Eaton  with  Mr.  Hays. 

Gifford  with  Mr.  Bonner. 

Mr.\*3mith  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Johns#!  of 
Texas. 

Mr.  Ecftjjin  Arthur  Hall  with  Mr.  Vjdison. 

Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio  with  Mr.  Keey 

Mr.  Gallagher  with  Mr.  Blandy 

Mr.  Cole  ofSiMissouri  with  Mr/ Kir  wan. 

Mr.  Fuller  with  Mr.  Boyklnj 

Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts  and  Mr. 
Reed  of  Illinois  cragnge/heir  votes  from 
“nay”  to  “yea.” 

The  result  of  the^fcte  was  announced 
as  above  recorded/ 

JOINT  COMMITTEE  dN  HOUSING 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ryles,  reported  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Corf^Res.  104, 
Rept.  No/997),  which  was  referred  to 
the  Hoi/  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printec 

IlesSlveA  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
(ther  Senate  concurring).  That  there  vs 
h/by  established  a  joint  congressional  con 
fnttee  to  be  known  as  the  Joint  Committee^ 
fon  Housing  (hereafter  referred  to  as  the 
committee),  and  to  be  composed  of  seven 
Members  of  the  Senate  who  are  members  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency  to  be,  appointed  by  the  President  pro 
tempore  of  the  Senate,  and  seven  S  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  of  Representatives  who 
are  members  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives.  A  vacancy  in  the  mem¬ 
bership  of  the  committee  shall  not  affect  the 
powers  of  the  remaining  members  to  execute 
the  functions  of  the  committee,  and  shall  be 
filled  in  the  same  manner  as  the  original 
selection.  The  committee  shall  select  a 
chairman  and  a  vice  chairman  from  among 
its  members. 

Sec.  2.  The  committee,  acting  as  a  whole 
or  by  subcommittee,  shall  conduct  a  thorough 
study  and  invesigation  of  the  entire  field  of 
housing,  including  but  not  limited  to — 

(1)  the  extent  of  the  need  for  housing  in 
the  United  States  as  a  whole  and  in  all  areas 
thereof : 

(2)  the  extent,  if  any,  to  which  shortages 
in  building  materials  are  contributing  to  the 
shortage  of  housing; 

(3)  the  reasons  for  the  existing  high  costs 
of  building  materials  and  housing  and  the 


action  which  may  be  taken  to  reduce  such 
costs; 

(4)  all  factors  of  whatever  kind  of  nature 
which  contribute  to  the  existing  high  costs 
of  housing  and  which  prevent  the  speedy 
construction  of  adequate  housing  to  satisfy 
the  needs  of  the  Nation  and  the  action  which 
may  be  taken  to  eliminate  such  factors: 

(5)  the  extent  to  which  archaic  building 
codes  and  zoning  laws  conlribute  to  the 
existing  shortage  and  excessive  cost  of  hous¬ 
ing; 

(6)  the  administratiofi  and  operation  of 
existing  Federal  laws  relating  to  slum  clear¬ 
ance,  insurance  of  mortgages  on  housing, 
home  loans,  guara/ies  of  veterans’  housing 
loans,  construction!’  permits,  veterans’  prefer¬ 
ence  in  the  ren/g  and  purchase  of  housing, 
rent  control,  gild  all  other  matters  relating 
to  housing; 

(7)  the  availability  of  private  capital  and 
of  Government  loans  to  .finance  the  con- 
structio/ of  housing; 

(8)  Jme  organization  and  operations  of 
Fede/l,  State,  and’  municipal  government 
age/ies  concerned  with  housing;  and 

))  such  other  problems  and  subjects  in 
le  field  of  housing  as  the  committee  deems 
^appropriate. 

Sec.  3.  The  committee  shall  report  to  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  not 
later  than  March  15,  1948,  the  results  of  its 
study  and  investigation,  together  with  such 
recommendations  as  to  necessary  legislation 
and  such  other  recommendations  as  it  may 
deem  advisable. 

Sec.  4.  The  committee  shall  have  the  power, 
without  regard  to  the  civil-service  laws  and 
the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amended, 
to  employ  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such 
officers,  experts,  and  employees  as  it  deems 
necessary  for  the  performance  of  its  duties, 
including  consultants  who  shall  receive  com¬ 
pensation  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  $35  for 
each  day  actually  spent  by  them  in  the 
work  of  the  committee,  together  with  their 
necessary  travel  and  subsistence  expenses. 
The  committee  is  further  authorized,  with 
the  consent  of  the  head  of  the  department 
or  agency  concerned,  to  utilize  the  services, 
information,  facilities,  and  personnel  of  all 
agencies  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  and  may  request  the  govern¬ 
ments  of  the  several  States,  representatives 
of  business,  industry,  finance,  and  labor,  and 
such  other  persons,  agencies,  organizations, 
and  instrumentalities  as  it  deems  appropriate 
to  attend  its  hearings  and  to  give  and  pre¬ 
sent  information,  advice,  and  recommenda¬ 
tions. 

3ec.  5.  The  committee,  or  any  subcommit- 
teVthereof,  is  authorized  to  hold  such  hear- 
ingkkto  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places 
during the  sessions,  recesses,  and  adjourned 
periodApf  the  Eightieth  Congress;  to  re¬ 
quire  byWubpena  or  otherwise  the  attend¬ 
ance  of  soeh  witnesses  and  the  production 
of  such  boefcs,  papers,  and  documents;  to 
administer  oatirs,  to  take  such  testimony;  to 
have  such  printing  and  binding  done;  and 
to  make  such  expenditures  as  it  deems  ad¬ 
visable.  The  cost  of  senographic  services 
in  reporting  such  Searings  shall  not  be  in 
excess  of  25  cents  perGOO  words.  Subpenas 
shall  be  issued  under\he  signature  of  the 
chairman  or  vice  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  and  shall  be  served  by’-any  person  desig¬ 
nated  by  them. 

Sec.  6.  The  members  of  the  committee  shall 
be  reimbursed  for  travel,  subsistence,  and 
other  necessary  expenses  incurnajl  by  them 
in  the  performance  of  the  duties\vested  in 
the  committee,  other  than  expenseSsjn  con¬ 
nection  with  meetings  of  the  committee  held 
in  the  District -of  Columbia  during'^uch 
times  as  the  Congress  is  in  session.  \ 

Sec.  7.  The  expenses  of  the  committee, 
which  shall  not  exceed  $100,000,  shall  be  paid, 
one-half  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the  ■ 
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_ nate  and  one-half  from  the  contingent 

fund  of  the  House  of  Representatives  upon 
vouchers  signed  by  the  chairman.  Disburse- 
me iits  to  pay  such  expenses  shall  be  made 
by  tne  Secretary  of  the  Senate  out  of  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  such  con¬ 
tingent  fund  to  be  reimbursed  from  the  con- 
tingentVund  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  in  the  amount  of  one-half  of  disburse¬ 
ments  so  made. 

select  Committee  on  foreign  aid 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  296,  Rept. 
No.  998) ,  whicn.  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed : 

Whereas  the  importance  and  complexity 
of  aid  required  by  foreign  nations  and  peoples 
from  the  resources  \of  the  United  States  is 
assuming  increasing Nnroportions:  and 

Whereas  such  aid  ^directly  affects  every 
segment  of  the  dome^ic  economy  of  the 
United  States;  and 

Whereas  the  problems  ielating  to  such  aid 
are  of  a  nature  to  lie  wither  the  jurisdiction 
of  a  number  of  the  standing  committees  of 
the  Congress;  and. 

Whereas  these  problems  skould,  in  order 
to  safeguard  the  resources  and  economy  of 
the  United  States,  be  given  theunost  careful 
consideration  in  relation  to  eac\  other;  and 

Whereas  an  integrated  and  \oordinated 
study  should  be  most  valuable  to  Vhe  stand¬ 
ing  committees  of  the  Congress:  therefore 
be  it 

Resolved,  That  there  is  hereby  cheated  a 
select  committee  on  foreign  aid  composed 
of  19  Members  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker. 
The  Speaker  shall  designate  one  of  the  m« 
bers  of  the  select  committee  as  chairml 
Any  vacancy  occurring  in  the  membershl 
of  the  select  committee  shall  be  filled  in  thd 
manner  in  which  the  original  appointments 
was  made 

The  committee  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  make  a  study  of  (1)  actual  and  prospective 
needs  of  foreign  nations  and  peoples,  includ¬ 
ing  those  within  United  States  military  zones, 
both  for  relief  in  terms  of  food,  clothing, /nd 
so  forth,  and  of  economic  rehabilitation/  (2) 
resources  and  facilities  available  to  /meet 
such  needs  within  and  without  th/  con¬ 
tinental  United  States;  (3)  existing  hr  con¬ 
templated  agencies,  whether  private/  public, 
domestic,  or  international,  qualified  to  deal 
with  such  needs;  (4)  any  or  al/  measures 
which  might  assist  in  assessing  restive  needs 
and  in  correlating  such  assist/nce  as  the 
United  States  can  properly  n/ake  without 
weakening  its  domestic  economy. 

The  committee  shall  repoot  to  the  House 
(or  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Hous6  if  the  House  is 
not  in  session)  from  time  Jt>  time  as  it  shall 
deem  appropriate,  but  finjfily  not  later  than 
March  1,  1948. 

For  the  purposes  of  th/  resolution  the  com¬ 
mittee,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  sit  and  apt  during  the  present 
Congress  at  such  tisfies  and  places,  either 
within  or  without  1/e  continental  limits  of 
the  United  States,  whether  or  not  the  House 
is  sitting,  has  re/essed,  or  has  adjourned, 
to  employ  such  personnel,  to  borrow  from 
Government  departments  and  agencies  such 
special  assistants,  to  hold  such  hearings,  and 
to  take  such  testimony,  as  it  deems  necessary. 

With  the/TolIowing  committee  amend¬ 
ment: 

Page  3,fine  4,  after  the  word  “adjourned,’ 
strike  ou/  the  words  “to  employ  such  per¬ 
sonnel,  to  borrow  from  Government  depart¬ 
ments  /nd  agencies  such  special  assistants.” 

CQMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  295,  Rept. 
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No.  999) ,  which  was  referred  to  the  HouFe 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed:  ' 

Whereas  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
was  established  in  1822,  and  by  the  Legisla¬ 
tive  Reorganization  Act  of  1946  (lj  has  been 
given  jurisdiction  as  a  standing  committee 
over  relations  of  the  United  States  with  for¬ 
eign  nations  generally,  and  (2).  is  charged 
to  exercise  continuous  watchfulness  over  the 
execution  by  the  Department  of ’State  and 
other  agencies  of  the  United  Stjyf.es  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  laws  relating  to  th/ relations- of 
the  United  States  with  foreign  Nations  gener¬ 
ally;  and 

Whereas  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United 
States  today  assumes  new  importance  in  the 
operations  of  the  entire  economic  system  of 
the  United  States  and  conditions  the  sur¬ 
vival  of  free  institutions:  both  at  home  and 
abroad;  and  y 

Whereas  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
has,  by  its  reorganization  in  conformity  with 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946, 
by  setting  up  the  appropriate  staff  and  sub¬ 
committee  organ  ijfetion  to  deal  with  the 
heavy  new  burdeuf  imposed  upon  it  to  make 
recommendations ’to  the  House  of  Represent¬ 
atives  on  policy*  issues  affecting  foreign  af¬ 
fairs  and  on  tl#  necessary  legislative  action; 
Now,  therefor/  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs,  actim;  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommit¬ 
tees  is  authorized  and  directed  to  conduct 
studies  and  investigations  of  all  matters 
coming  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  com¬ 
mittee.  t 

Sec.  jf.  That  in  projects  for  studies  of  mat¬ 
ters  'qfencerning  the  foreign  affairs  of  the 
Unit/h  States  which  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Comjrnittee  on  Foreign  Affairs  require  investi¬ 
gate  ns  by  it  abroad,  the  committee  is  author  - 
to  include  the  services  and  travel  of  the 
r/quisite  staff  and  clerical  help,  to  accbm- 
Sany  subcommittees  of  the  Committee  on 
foreign  Affairs  on  such  investigations  or 
study  missions  abroad. 

Sec.  3.  That  in  making  such  studies  and 
Investigations  abroad,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of 
rch  subcommittees  of  the  Committee  on 
breign  Affairs  to  keep  current  records  and 
toYiake  reports  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  for  appropriate  legislative  action,  on 
the  Completion  of  any  such  mission,  of  the 
resultk  of  such  studies  and  investigations,  to- 
gether\with  such  recommendations  as  may 
be  deemed  desirable. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution,  the 
committed  Or  any  subcommittees  thereof, 
is  authorised  to  hold  such  hearings,  to  sit 
and  act  during  the  present  Congress  at  such 
times  and  peaces  as  the  committee  may  de¬ 
termine,  whe^ier  or  not  the  House  is  in  ses¬ 
sion,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to 
require  the  attefcdance'of  such  witnesses  and 
the  production  \i  such  books,  papers,  and 
documents  by  subpena  or  otherwise,  and  to 
take  testimony,  asSjt  deems  necessary.  Sub- 
penas  may  be  issued  under  the  signature  of 
the  chairman  of  thAcommittee  and  shall  be 
served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  or 
any  member  thereof  mf^  administer  oaths  to 
witnesses. 

AMENDING  THE  FEDERAL  CROP 
INSURANCE tfrCT 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  mom  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported ^he  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  314,  Rept. 
No.  1000),  which  was  referred  to  the 

House  Calendar  and  ordefed  to  be 

printed:  -  \ 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 

adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  3465)  to  amend  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Crop  Insurance  Act.  That  after  gen¬ 
eral  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the 


and  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour 
be  >qpally  divided  and  controlled  i>ar  the 
chairmlrn^and  ranking  minority  njehiber  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture, J&fe  bill  shall 
be  read  for  aibepdment  uncjer*whe  5-minute  ' 
rule.  At  the  conclusion of  the  consideraton 
of  the  bill  for  ameitdjsient,  the  Committee 
shall  rise  and  repprtmeOffll  to  the  House 
with  such  amendments  asHnay  have  been 
adopted  and^-tne  previous  question  shall  be 
consideresHrs  ordered  on  the  bill  atuiamend- 
ments . -thereto  to  final  passage  with&uf  in¬ 
tervening  motion  except  one  motion  tos*^ 

edmmit.  _ ^ 

r 


CONTINUING  SUPPORT  FOR  WOOL 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois,  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  315,  Rept. 
No.  1001) ,  which  was  referred  to  the 
House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed : 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  bill  (S.  1498)  to  provide  sup¬ 
port  for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
all  points  of  order  against  said  bill  are  here¬ 
by  waived.  That  after  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  continue 
not  to  exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  rank¬ 
ing  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amend¬ 
ment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for 
amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 
report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such  amend¬ 
ment  as  may  have  been  adopted  and  the 
previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  or¬ 
dered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 

IdINORITY  / 

Mr.  PICKETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask/ 
urmnimous  consent  that  I  be  permitted' 
to  file  minority  views  on  the  bill  H.  R.  29. 

ae  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  Yequest  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texasp 

Theip  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimousmonsent  to  addressnhe  House 
for  1  minutV 

The  SPEAKER,  Is  therp*  objection  to 
the  request  olSfhe  gentleman  from  Indi¬ 
ana? 

There  was  n\  object^bn. 

DEFICIENCY  APPROPRIATION  BILL 

Mr.  HALLECK.  (Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
asked  for  this  time\n  order  to  say  that 
I  have  talked  with/t\e  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  and  he 
has  informed  me'- that  She  deficiency  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  is  in  order  for  consider¬ 
ation.  It  is  of/great  importance.  I  think 
it  is  highly  desirable  that  vfe  act  on  it  this 
evening,  if  at  all  possible. 

I  take  this  time  to  express  the  hope 
that  we  can  proceed  expediflcusly  with 
the  consideration  of  the  matte*;  now  be¬ 
fore  us,  and  then  take  up  the  deficiency 
bill  and  dispose  of  it  yet  this  evening. 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  \ 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri.  V 

Mr.  CANNON.  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  take  thkt 
position.  An  hour  or  two  saved  now  will 
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12»  WOOL-PRICE  SUPPORTS*  Legated  S,  1498,  to  provide  for  urico  supports  on  wool 

n.  (pp.  10336-41). 


13e  CP  OP  IlISURAlTCEo  Passed  as  reported  So  132o,  to  place  the  crop— insurance  prog— 
ran  on  a  limited,  largely  experimental,  basis  (pp*  .10296-302%  Reps,  Hope, 
Andresen,  Hill,  Flannagan,  and  Cooley,  and  Sens*  Aiken,  Bushfiold/  Young, 
Ellender,  and  Stewart  were  appointed  conferees  (pp,  10302,  1040l~2) o 


l4. 


iLCUITURE  STUDIES©  Agreed,  •  without .  amendment ,  to  H.  Res,  317,  to  authorize 
thesJIouse  Agriculture  Committee  to  spend  not  over  $50,000  for  the  long-raj^e 
farm\uogram  studies  authorized  in  Hi  Res© .  29 S  (p.  10276)©  (The  Congressional 
RccordNdoes  not  indicate  whether  this  resolution  was  agreed  to  or  not/Hout  the 
fiDaily  Digest''  states  that  it  was  agreed  to.) 

15.  WEED  KILLERSX  Agreed,  without  amendment,  to  H©  Res©  276,  which  requests  the 

Secretary  of  Agriculture  (l)  to  make  known  that  2,4-D  can  he  u^ed  onlj/-  with 
extreme  cautionX(2)  to  investigate  and  determine  what  cropsyvt  harms  and  how 
far  the  dust  willNcarry  and  have  harmful  effects,  (3)  to  determine  whether 
existing  supplies  eftn  he  mixed  with  other  chemicals  in  aypreparation  which  will 
not  he  harmful  to  cot\pn,  etc,,  and(4)  to  make  known'"  t^r  results  of  these  in¬ 
vestigations  (pp,  10283^9), 

16 ,  FOREIGN  AFF.1XRS©  Passed  wi^b  amendment  H,  .R©  4l6sVto  provide  for  rcincorpora- 
.  tion  of  the  Institute  of  Int ^-American  Affair  sm^pm©  10 30 3-4) ©• 

Agreed,  without  ame ndne ntV  t o  H.  Res©  33£»  ^o  provide  for  a  select.  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Aid  to  study  fHg  need  foryfts  si  stance  to  foreign  countries 
(pp,  10277-S), 

Agreed,  without  amendment  ,  to  xfyRe^l  331  f  to  provide  for  investigations 
.  of  foreign-affairs  matters  hy  the  Forafen  Affairs  Committee  (pc.  10277) © 

179  PUBLIC  WORKS©  Agreed,  without  ame n^ae n  t ,  >0  He  Res,  259 »  to  provide  for  puhliev 
works  investigations  and  surveysy^y  the  PubaLic  Works  Committee  (p*  10277)o 

IS,  IHFORMATIONo.  Agreed,  without  Amendment  ,  to  II,  333  >  providing  for  an  inves¬ 

tigation  of  Federal* -agency propaganda  and  pubi icafcv  activities,  hy  the  Expen-  . 
ditures  in  the  Executive  ©jPepar trie nt  s  Committee  (po\i0278)* 

19 0  SURPLUS  PROPERTY,  Ag^rcd,  without  amendment,  to  H,  ResV  334,  to  authorize  the  . 
Expenditures  in  the/Executive  Departments  Committee  to  Investigate  surplus- 
.  property  disposition  (p,  10278), # 

20.-)  AC  COURT  IPG,  Parsed  as  reported  S0  1350s  which  authorizes  GAOg^df  in  concur¬ 
rence  of  the/depar-tment  concerned,  to  relieve  any  disbursing  or^ther  account - 
abio  offiq'd'r  or  agent  or  former  disbursing  or  other  accountable  Officer  or 
agont  of/  any  department  or  agency  charged  with  responsibility  on  Account  of 
physical  loss  or  deficiency  for  any  reason  of  Government  funds,  vouchers, 
cheejire,  etc.,,  if  the  department  head  determines  that  (l)  the  loss  or  deficiency 
oepfurred  in  the  discharge  of  official  duties  or  by  reason  of  an  act  or  ol^ission 
a  subordinate  and  (2)  without  fault  or  negligence,  but  that  this  authority 
shall  not  include  illegal  or  erroneous  jjoynents  (p«  10286).  The  Senate  late^ 
concurred  in  the  House  amendments  (p»  1040l),  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to 
the  President, 


*• 

■21*  FARM  BANKRUPTCY  •>  Passed  without-  amendment"  Hc  R„  4326,-  to  extend  the  Fa 


,rr.i 


-V 

•  •  • 

.  Bankruptcy  Act  until  Mar,  1,  1948  (p«  10287)® 

22,  ■(  Item  cancel  led- ) 

\ 

23,  PERSONNEL.  Passed  without  amendment  S*  1494,  to  anend  the  Veterans'  Preference 

Act  So  as  to  make  it  mandatory  for • administrative  officers  to  bake  corrective. 

acticm,  recommended  "by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  in  cases  of  app eaxyo f 

preference  eligibles  (p#  10288),  This  "bill,  will  now  be  sent  to  the  jpvesi. Lent, 
\  & 

'  *  j»  * 

2ho  WATER  POLLUTION.  Passed  without  amendment  S»  l4l8,-  granting  Cori£Jpss’  consent 

to  an  interstate  compact’  for  wat er— pollut ion  control  in  iiew  En^e^d  (ppo 

IO28.9-91) •  tfliis  hill  will  now  he  sent  to  the  President, 

25»  FISHERIES.  Concurred  in  the-  Senate  amendment  to  H,  R,  859 *JF°  provide  for  ex¬ 
plorations  investigation,  development,  and  maintenance  oyishirg  resources, 
etc,  (pp.  10293-4) .  This  hill  will'  now  be  sent  to  the  president* 

V  ./ 

26c  EOREST  LAUDS,  Parsed  without  amendment  S,  1505?  to  direct  the  transfer  to 

Boige,  Idaho,  of  9  lots  Of  a  5~acre  tract  of  land  donated  to  the  G-overnment  by 
Boise  and  now’ used  hy  the  Forest  Service  as  a  sit  ok  for  central  repair  shops 
(pp,  10304-5).  This  hill,  will  now  he  sent  to  thjf  President c 

'  *>  M  . 

27®  PHILIPPINE  REHABILITATION,  Passed  as  reporters,  1020,  which  makes  various 
amendments  to  the  Philippine  Rehahilitationif^ict ,  including  authority  for  the 
Philip-nine  War  Damage  Commission  call  c/.  any  department  or  agency  of  the 
Uo  S»  Government  for  assistance  (pp^.,  103^-21) ,  Conferees  were  appointed  in 
both  Houses  (pp.  10321,  1040l), 


28,  WAR  DEPARTMENT  CIVIL  APPROPRIATION 
this  hill,  H,  R,  4002  (p.  10280) 


3] 


louse  conferees  were  appointed,  on 


29,  COMMITTEE  STAPES,  The  Agricultu/e,  Appropriations,  Expenditures,  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service,  and  other  p^inittees  submitted  lists  of  the  names  and. 
salaries  of  their  employees  ^p,  10357“63), 

30,  ECA  AUDIT,  Received,  from  i?A0  the  audit  report  on  FG^.  corporations  (H*  Doc,  4l7 
to  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments  Commit t^fc  (p.  10356)* 

31,  PERSONNEL.  The  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  r*knorted  vjitheut  amend¬ 

ment  H,  R. .4236,  tor  remove  certain  discrimination  with,  respect  to  appointment 
of  persons  with  physical  handicaps  to  civil-service  positioS^  (E,  Rept,  1092) 

.  (p.  10356)o 

32,  TRANSPORTATION*®  The  Interstate  and.. Foreign  Commerce. Committee  reported  with 
amendments  R,  221,  to  amend  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  regarding  certain 
agreement^ among  carriers  (H.  Rept,  1100)(po  10357) 

33®  FLOOD  CONTROL®  Received  the  War  Department T s  report  on  a  f io od-controlNgur vey 
of  the’  Mo®  River  in  No  Dak®* ‘to  Public  Works  Corimittee  (p0  10356)® 


/  .  BILLS  INTRODUCED  -.July  25 

/ 

34.  RESEARCH,  S,  1726,  hy  Sen®  Gurney,  S,  Dak.»  to  amend  the  act  relating'  to  pre¬ 
venting  publication  of  inventions  lin  the  national  interest;-  to  Judiciary 
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\ion  inefficiencies.  This  is  not  a  valid  argu¬ 
ment  in  the  textile  industry  for  a  very  sim¬ 
ple  reason;  a  reason  which  has  been  over¬ 
looked  completely  by  proponents  of  tariff 
reduction  because  of  ignorance,  prejudice, 
or  bothX^ 

Textiles';^  except  where  man-made  fibers, 
such  as  raypn,  nylon,  are  concerned,  involve 
the  processing  of  wool  and  cotton.  No  one 
has  been  able  to  raise  sheep  so  that  the  hair 
on  each  is  the  same  weight,  length,  and 
strength  as  that  'on  the  sheep  next  to  it. 
Cotton,  too,  varies  greatly  from  field  to  field, 
from  season  to  season\and  boll  to  boll. 

Textiles  deal  with  aSnroduct  which  is  as 
variable  as  New  England  weather.  It  can¬ 
not  be  controlled  as  it  is  possible  to  manipu¬ 
late  the  texture,  hardness^  or  particular 
quality  wanted  in  steel.  s 

Textile  plants  are  efficient 

The  charge  of  inefficiency  caWiot  stand 
when  knowledge  is  brought  into  trig  picture. 

Here  then,  are  the  questions: 

Is  the  textile  manufacturer  wrong  t&k  fight 
for  his  survival? 

Is  the  automobile  manufacturer  rightvo 
fight  to  enlarge  his  industry,  his  export  trail 
at  the  expense  of  textiles? 

Is  the  politician  right  in  expressing  him¬ 
self  in  terms  of  prosperity  for  his  own  con¬ 
stituency,  the  rest  of  the  country  be  damned? 

Is  the  Department  of  State  right  in  con¬ 
cerning  itself  with  the  unemployed  of  the 
world  when  the  death  of  the  textile  and  other 
Industries  is  at  stake  with  the  consequent 
unemployment  or  displacement  of  millions 
of  our  own  workers? 

What  are  the  answers? 

Loss:  $24,000,000,000 

Ten  million  unemployed  workers, at  $1.20 
an  hour  in  the  United  States  means  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  national  income  of  $24,000,000,000. 
This  does  not  take  into  consideration  the 
additional  losses  because  of  decreased  buying 
power,  gr  lost  taxes.  These  same  10,000,000 
unemployed  in  England  at  35  cents  an  hour 
reduce  that  country’s  income  by  only  $7,000,- 
000,000.  In  Japan,  India,  or  China,  the  loss 
in  income  would  be  a  mere  two  to  three  bil¬ 
lion  dollars  or  less. 

Would  it  not  mean  more  to  the  United 
States,  and  to  the  world,  to  keep  those  10,- 
000,000  people  working  right  here  than  it 
would  be  to  have  10,000,000  persons  employed 
somewhere  else  in  the  world? 

Two  million  unemployed  in  England,  four 
million  in  France,  Germany,  and  Poland; 
and  four  more  million  in  mdia,  China,  and 
Japan,  would  have  little  effect  on  world 
economy. 

But  in  the  United  States,  10,000,000  uner 
ployed  could  spell  depression  and  economic 
chaos  in  the  world.  Certainly  these  chan¬ 
tries  might  have  more  foreign  exchange  to 
purchase  goods  here,  but  there  is  nqj&ssur- 
ance  it  would  be  all  spent  here;  and  even 
if  it  were,  it  would  be  but  a  dxpp  in  the 
bucket  as  compared  to  the  $24,00(U?00,000  lost. 

Would  you  care  to  decree  tha-'death  of  the 
seventh  largest  employer  oy labor  in  the 
United  States,  the  textile  industry,  holding 
'  out  only  the  wild-eyed  atomise  that  ulti¬ 
mately  those  thousands  ,#£  persons  now  em¬ 
ployed  in  that  industnp— who  would  be  un¬ 
employed  by  its  demise — would  be  absorbed 
into  the  remainingjplants? 

Would  cPush  small  towns 

It  is  a  greaVmdustry  made  up  of  small 
units.  Many»4f  these  are  responsible  for 
the  welfare  jk  the  villages  in  which  they  are 
situated.  Xll  together,  they  form  a  vital  part 
of  our  national  economy. 

The  "textile  industry  depends  on  the  tariff 
for  its'very  life,  and  will  continue  to  do  so 
until1  technical  advances  reduce  unit  labor 
costs  to  compete  with  cheap  foreign  labor. 

use  the  textile  industry  as  an  example, 
because  it  is  the  one  with  which  I  am  fa¬ 


miliar.  But  many  more  industries  ride  in  our 
boat.  They  need  tariff  protection,  too. 

Under  present  conditions,  with  tariffs  at 
their  present  levels,  England  can  ship  cloth 
into  our  domestic  markets  and  undersell 
American  manufacturers.  What  good  can 
accrue  from  a  further  lowering  of  the  tariff? 

Shield  in  time  of  war 

Imagine  the  United  States  facing  another 
crisis  as  it  did  in  1941  with  a  weak  or  negli¬ 
gible  textile  industry  dependent  on  foreign 
sources  for  the  uses  of  textiles  in  wartime. 

The  retention  of  strong  armed  forces  is  • 
urged  and  draws  little  disagreement  from 
informed  sources.  Yet  many  would  nullify 
the  effectiveness  of  those  forces  by  weakening 
one  of  the  principal  sources  of  its  supply. 

America  can  help  the  world  only  if  Amer¬ 
ica  can  remain  prosperous.  Weakening  cer¬ 
tain  industries  to  expand  others  is  certainly 
not  the  way  to  keep  America  prosperous. 

’  [From  Modern  Industry  of  July  15,  1947] 
Landslide  Vote  for  Reciprocal  Trade 

By  a  thumping  majority  of  81  to  19  per¬ 
cent,  readers  of  Modem  Industry  from  coast 
to  coast  voted  “Yes”  to  the  April  15  Debate 
In  Print:  Should  the  reciprocal  trade-agree- 
lents  program  be  continued? 

JO.  A.  Richards,  director,  export  division,  In- 
teftdiemical  Corp.,  New  York,  upheld  tt 
affirmative  in  that  debate.  He  argued  tYpCt 
no  uimed  states  Industry  has  suffered  uriQer 
the  agiraments;  and  that  we  can  corifpete 
with  fora[2n  products,  despite  ourJBigher 
labor  costly  because  of  our  greater  manu¬ 
facturing  kntew-how. 

Harold  J.  Valter,  president,  Usjgridge  Wor¬ 
sted  Co.,  Inc.,  ^bridge,  Mass.,  Jbr  the  nega¬ 
tive,  malntainedSthat  lowenr  tariffs  would 
cripple  many  United  Statap  Industries  and 
kill  the  textile  indiTrtry.^We  can  help  the 
world  only  if  our  induitrjles  remain  sound. 

Typical  comments  Jfo m  voters  agreeing 
with  the  “yes”  side: 

“By  exporting,  Sir  manufacturers  can 
maintain  high  production.  'iJut  we  cannot 
export  unless  ye  import  irk  proportion." 

*  *  *  “ExtgBsion  of  world  vqjade  15  best 

assurance  of  pe ace." 

“No”  sidyr  “Reciprocity  in  thet^  agree¬ 
ments  benefits  other  countries  < 

"We  haje  too  high  a  standard  of  living  to 
trade  Jftlth  other  countries  under  a\ow 
tarifi 

Ye  area-by-area  vote: 

"Yes" 
percent 

Tew  England _  69.  6 

Mid-Atlantic _  84.  5 

North  Central _ : _  85.  5 

South _ _ _  75.  0 

Midwest _ ~ _  75. 4 

Mountain  and  Pacific  coast _  78.  8 

"No" 

percent 

New  England _ _ _  30. 4 

Mid-Atlantic _ _ _  15.  5 

North  Central _  14.  5 

South _  25. 0 

Midwest _  24.  6 

Mountain,  and  Pacific  coast _  21.  2 

Congressmen  and  key  Washington  officials 
have  already  received  these  results. 

(Mr.  LESINSKI  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  include  an 
article  written  by  Mr.  Lyons  in  the  Polish 
Review  of  July  10,  1947.) 

AMENDMENT  OF  PHILIPPINE  REHABILI¬ 
TATION  ACT  OF  1946  AS  AMENDED 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  1  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s 
table  the  bill  (S.  1020)  to  amend  the 
Philippine  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1946,  as 


amended,  insist  on  the  amendment 
the  House  and  ask  for  a  conference. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectio: 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  fro: 
nesota?  [After  a  pause.]  The/rChair 
hears  none  and  appoints  the  fallowing 
conferees:  Messrs.  Vorys,  Juij*,  Fulton, 
Mansfield,  and  Rogers  of  FJdrida. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speakeryreserving  the 
right  to  object,  I  wish  tm^sk  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota  a  question. 

The  SPEAKER.  TJj£  time  for  the  res¬ 
ervation  of  objections  is  past.  The 
Chair  had  put  tly  request,  and  it  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  RICH.  JbJl r.  Speaker,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  RICH.  May  I  ask  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  a  question  with  refer¬ 
ence.^  the  bill? 

e  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  may 
dflOso  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  RICH.  Then  I  ask  unanimous 
'consent  to  do  so. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
we  ought  to  go  along  in  the  regular  way. 
VI  object  to  the  consent  request  coming  at 
this  time. 

STAMP  CC« JMEMORATIVE  OF  THE  HUN¬ 
DREDTH  ANNIVERSARY  OF  THE  POUL¬ 
TRY  INDUSTRY  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  House  Resolution  246,  to 
authorize  the  issuance  of  a  special  series 
of  stamps  commemorative  of  the  one- 
hundredth  anniversary  of  the  poultry 
industry  in  the  United  States. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  resolu¬ 
tion. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

’  Resolved,  etc..  That  the  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral  is  authorized  and  directed  to  prepare  for 
during  1948,  a  special  series  of  3- 
nt  postage  stamps,  of  such  design  as  he 
.all  prescribe,  in  commemoration  of  the 
hundredth  anniversary  of  the  poultry  in- 
dus^sy  in  the  United  States. 

SADLAK.  As  an  outstanding 
branchVf  agriculture  and  figuring  prom¬ 
inently  lW  our  everyday  life  the  poultry 
industry  p^mdly  points  to  100  years  of 
service. 

The  oldest  ’Vmltry  show  in  the  world 
got  its  start  in  i|pston.  Mass.,  and  Janu¬ 
ary  20  to  the  2£5tl948,  inclusive,  is  set 
aside  for  the  Bostor^Poultry  Show  mark¬ 
ing  a  century  of  pouttry  progress.  '  This 
exposition  will  cover  eVery  branch  of  the 
industry  including  brewing,  processing, 
marketing  of  poultry,  anc^reat  exhibits 
of  live  birds  from  every  Estate  in  the 
Union.  The  entire  MechaniW  Building 
covering  a  solid  city  block  hasSjpeen  en_ 
gaged  for  the  event.  I  understated  that 
national  organizations  connected  with 
the  poultry  industry  have  already 
uled  their  official  annual  meetings 
incide  with  this  occasion.  'V 

And  so  we  are  approaching  the  cen-A 
tennial  of  the  first  organized  effort  in  be- 
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half  of  the  poultry  business  which  hag 
developed  to  such  a  degree  that  it  rank 
second  only,  in  money  value,  to  the  dai? 
Industry. 

A  most  interesting  comment  on  t^iis 
resolution  appeared  in  the  Baltimore  Sun 
on  Thursday  morning,  July  24, 1947  writ¬ 
ten  by  the  Associated  Press  from  W>s li¬ 


as  follows: 
dposed  Stamp  Would  Give  Chic 
Much  To  Cackle  About 
gHENGTON,  July  23. — The  1,000,) 


CNS 


800,000 

chickens  In  the  country  soon  may  ha vt  some¬ 
thing  they  really  can  cackle  and  crow  about. 

For  Representative  Sadlak,  Republican,  of 
Connecticut,  has  just  introduced  into  Con¬ 
gress  a  Resolution  calling  for  a  special  stamp 
in  the  chickens’  honor. 

SADLAiadid  this  at  the  request  of/Paul  Ives, 
editor  on  Cackle  and  Crow  magazine  pub¬ 
lished  at  view  Haven,  Conn.  Iv<*  naturally 
is  quite  excited  because  exactly  100  years 
ago  this  Nation  had  its  first  poultry  showi 
Want  to\  talk  about  progress?  Want  to 
remendous  achievements?  Well, 
bout  chickens. 


talk  about 
then,  talk 


OF  OPPORTUNITY 


Like  a  mattress  tes 
by  laying  down  on 
figured  that  86  eggs 
average  now  has  bei 
good  flocks  smart  cl 


ir,  a  hen  can  get  ahead 
e  job.  But  she  once 
e  a  year’s  work.  The 
posted  to  113,  and  in 
ckstdo  twice  that  well. 


A  gizzard  has  nofhingito  do  with  a  chick¬ 
en’s  digestion.  A  jfoostek  had  one  removed, 
felt  fine,  lived  foutf  more  Vears. 

An  eating  chicken  sooa  may  be  built  to 
|  national  grocery  company 
an  ideal  chicken,  and  of- 


specifications. 
decided  it  wante 


fered  a  reward  ffr  same. 

Mr.  Speaker  this  resolution  would  au¬ 
thorize  and  cHrect  the  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral  to  issue, /during  1948,  a  special  series 
of  3 -cent  postage  stamps,  of  such  design 
as  he  shall  prescribe,  in  commemoration 
of  the  one  hundredth  anniversary  of  the 


td  States, 
pommittee, 
approval, 


poultry  industry  in  the  Unit] 

In  the  /  opinion  of  the 
wherein  there  was  unanimou! 
this  industry,  which  has  made  luch  rapid 
progress  /and  which  constitutes  such  an 
important  segment  of  our  economic  life, 
merits  tfhis  recognition. 

Mr.  JfOOTE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  Wish  to 
say  a  few  works  in  favor  of  Houle  Joint 
Resolution  246  submitted  by  ntt  col¬ 
league  Antoni  N.  Sadlak,  calling  for 
the  issuance  of  a  special  stamp  on  the 
Post.'Offlce  Department  in  commemora¬ 
tion/of  the  one -hundredth  birthdaw  an¬ 
niversary  of  the  poultry  business  im  the 
United  States.  A  hundred  years  agolthe 
oldest  poultry  show  in  the  world  started 
in  Boston  and  there  the  interest  in  poul¬ 
try  was  born  which  has  grown  throughout 
the  years  and  developed  this  gigantic  in¬ 
dustry.  It  produced  nearly  $3,000,000,0' 
during  1946  in  the  United  States.  Among 
all  farm  interests  it  is  exceeded  only  by 


ie  great  dairy  interest.  In  Connecticut 
it  heads  the  list  of  all  industries  "by  a 
wide  m&i’gin.  As  an  old  poultryman  my¬ 
self,  ana  &Jife  long  friend..of  Paul  Ives, 
editor  of  Cabkle  and  Cydw,  one  of  the 
leading  poultry  'papprs  in  the  United 
States,  who  is  chairman  of  the 

show  committee^for  the.  one-hundredth 
Boston  poujtfy  show,  I  wholeheartedly 
support  Jhis  legislation. 

The. resolution  was  agreed  tefh 

rotion  to  reconsider  was  laid  cJnJhe 

table. 


“Like  many,  other  immigrants,”  says  the 
Department  oi  Agriculture  iiv  a  tribute  to  its 
feathered  friends,  “the  modirn  chicken  has 
found  the  United  States  a  fend  of  opportu¬ 
nity.” 

And  indeed  ft  has.  Ftfw  chickens  ever 
think  much  abotit  it  now,  felt  their  ancestors 
came  from  the  jhngles— pom  New  Guinea, 
Java,  and  Malaya.\ 

They  were  taksn  to  /Europe,  and  from 
there  to  the  American  colonies. 

SOME  FAVTHERY  FACTS 

And  now  for  somafefthery  facts: 

Farmers  get  $3,600,000,000  from  their 
chicken  crop  each  yea 


CONTINUING  SUPPORT  FOR  WOOL 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
direction  of  the  Rules  Committee  I  call 
up  House  Resolution  315,  providing  for 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1498)  to 
provide  support  for  wool,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  ask  for  its  immediate  con¬ 
sideration. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1498)  to  provide  support  for 
wool,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  all  points 
of  order  against  said  bill  are  hereby  waived. 
That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  be 
confined  to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minor¬ 
ity  member  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under 
the  6-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the 
Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to 
the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill 
and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  intervening  motion  except  one  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Colorado  is  recognized  for  1  hour. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  and  yield  such  time  as  I  may 
use. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Colorado  is  recognized. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
resolution  makes  in  order  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  S.  1498,  which  is  a  bill  to  support 
the  price  of  wool  until  December  31, 1948. 
This  is  an  open  rule  providing  for  1  hour 
of  general  debate. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  think  any  ex¬ 
tended  explanation  of  this  bill  is  neces¬ 
sary.  We  have  had  wool  legislation  be¬ 
fore  us  previously  this  year.  A  similar 
bill  passed  the  House  on  May  23.  It  was 
vetoed  by  the  President  on  June  26.  On 
the  same  day  the  Senate  passed  this  bill 
before  us  today. 

The  first  bill  contained  a  provision 
which  was  objectionable  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent.  I  think  the  President  should  have 
signed  the  first  bill.  However,  if  we  are 
going  to  continue  the  price-support  pro¬ 
gram  for  wool  we  must  pass  this  bill.  I 
do  not  like  it  as  well  as  the  first  bill,  but 
we  have  no  alternative. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  direct  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  wool  price  support  program 
that  expired  on  April  15,  1947.  Since 
that  date  the  Government  has  not  sup- 
,  ported  the  price  of  wool.  I  understand 
some  of  the  finer  grades  of  wool  have 


been  selling  at  good  prices  and  there  has 
been  a  ready  market  for  the  same.  How¬ 
ever,  the  cheaper  grades  of  wool  have 
not  been  moving  and  there  will  be  no 
market  for  these  types  of  wool  until  this 
legislation  is  passed. 

The  bill  also  provides  that  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  may  sell  the 
wool  purchased  in  previous  years  and 
now  on  hand.  It  is  estimated  there  are 
about  460,000,000  pounds  of  this  wool. 
Up  to  now  this  wool  could  not  be  sold  in 
competition  with  foreign  wool  for  the 
reason  that  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  was  not  permitted  to  sell  below 
the  parity  price.  Since  this  price  was 
above  the  prices  quoted  on  foreign  wool 
there  was  no  opportunity  to  dispose  of 
the  same.  This  bill  removes  all  restric¬ 
tions,  and  this  wool  can  now  be  sold. 

If  the  bill  previously  passed  by  the 
Congress  had  become  a  law  this  wool 
could  have  been  sold  without  any  loss  to 
the  Government.  That  bill  provided  for 
quotas  and  import  fees  on  foreign  wool 
in  the  discretion  of  the  President.  In 
that  manner  we  could  have  sold  this 
large  stock  pile  of  wool  and  sustained  no 
loss.  This  bill  contains  no  such  provi¬ 
sion.  I  hope  we  can  dispose  of  this  wool 
with  little  loss,  but  we  could  have  avoided 
any  loss  whatever  if  the  President  had 
signed  the  bill  passed  by  this  House  2 
months  ago.*<  , 

Mr.  HAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  Jersey. 

K  Mr.  HAND.  I  take  this  opportunity  to 
go  on  record' at  this  point  as  being  utterly 
opposed  to  this  legislation  or  legislation 
of  a  similar  character.  < 
i  Mr.  CHENOWETH.  May  I  say  to  my 
good  friend  from  New  Jersey  that  the 
time  is  here  when  we  must  pay  a  little 
more  attention  to  some  of  our  domestic 
industries  in  this  country.  Otherwise, 
we  will  become  entirely  dependent  upon 
foreign  nations  for  our  supply  of  stra¬ 
tegic  raw  materials,  whether  it  be  wool 
•or  some  other  commodity.  Surely  we 
learned  the  value  of  domestic  industries, 
during  the  war  when  foreign  imports  of 
many  items  were  stopped. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Montana. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  May  I  say  apropos 
of  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  that  if  the  wool  industry  does 
not  get  this  help  he  might  as  well  kiss 
the  American  wool  industry  good-by. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  The  gentleman  is 
absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  for  this  bill.  It  has 
passed  the  Senate  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
passed  by  the  House  without  amendment 
so  that  it  can  be  sent  direct  to  the  White 
House.  I  urge  the  adoption  of  the  rule 
and  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  reserve  the  balance  of 
my  time. 

(Mr.  CHENOWETH  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

[Mr.  SABATH  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 
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(Mr.  SABATH  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Dingell]. 

(Mr.  DINGELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
inBdks  ) 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  speak  out  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  when 
the  iniquitous  loyalty  bill  was  rigged  for 
passage  by  the  superpatriots  and  witch 
hunters  of  the  House  who  are  hot  satis¬ 
fied  with  the  thoroughness  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  promulgated  by  Executive  order 
to  root  out  disloyal  Communists  and 
parlor  pinks,  I  shuddered  at  the  thought 
of  the  humiliation  of  the  countless  thou¬ 
sands  of  faithful  and  devoted  Govern¬ 
ment  employees,  loyal  to  their  job  and 
more  so  to  their  beloved  country,  who 
will  be  forced  to  third-degree  examina¬ 
tions  in  order  to  retain  their  jobs.  The 
distinguished,  able,  and  trustworthy  col¬ 
umnist,  Lowell  Mellett,  known  for  fair¬ 
ness,  liberality,  and  searching  scrutiny, 
treats  the  recent  and  unwarranted  ac¬ 
tion  of  the  House  so  comprehensively 
and  honestly  that  I  felt  I  could  do  no 
better  than  to  avail  myself  of  hjs  elo¬ 
quence  by  inserting  in  the  Congressional 
Record  his  comments  published  in  the 
Washington  Star  of  Tuesday,  July  22. 
His  opinion  and  expressions  coincide 
with  my  views  and  sentiments. 

On  the  Other  Hand — Congress  May  Do  the 

Unforgivable  in  Seeking  To  Enforce  Loy¬ 
alty  by  Law 

(By  Lowell  Mellett) 

In  an  attempt  to  do  the  impossible,  Con¬ 
gress  may  do  the  unforgivable.  The  House 
already  has  done  its  worst — but  lack  of  time 
is  likely  to  prevent  the  Senate  from  following 
suit  immediately. 

The  House  seeks  to  enforce  loyalty  by  law. 
The  Members  who  voted  to  do  this  will  tell 
you  this  is  not  quite  true,  that  all  they  seek 
to  do  is  to  make  sure  that  no  disloyal  persons 
shall  have  employment  fn  the  Government. 

To  this  end  all  persons  about  to  be  em¬ 
ployed,  as  well  as  the  hundreds  of  thousands 
already  employed,  would  be  given  searching 
examinations  as  to  their  loyalty.  The  busi¬ 
ness  would  start  with  the  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission  looking  over  its  own  files  and  finger¬ 
prints  and  then  proceeding  to  the  records  of 
the  FBI,  the  Army  and  Navy,  the  House  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Un-American  Activities,  local  law 
enforcement  agencies  and  any  other  sources 
that  might  occur  to  anybody. 

If  somewhere  along  the  line  something 
"derogatory”  should  be  turned  up — such  as 
somebody  making  serious  but  unsupported 
■  charges  against  the  man  or  woman  under 
consideration — the  name  would  be  certified 
to  the  FBI  for  a  full-fledged  investigation. 
The  result  of  this  investigation  would  be 
presented  to  a  Federal  Loyalty  Board,  created 
by  the  act.  This  board  would  decide  whether 
the  employe  or  candidate  for  a  job  was  loyal. 
If  not  found  loyal,  he  would  be  fired  or  not 
hired. 

DEFENSE  HOBBLED 

The  Board  would  make  its  decision  on  evi¬ 
dence — but  the  accused  person  would  not 
see  or  hear  the  evidence.  He  could  have 
counsel,  but  the  counsel’  could  not  confront 
his  accusers,  subpena  witnesses  or  cross- 
examine  any  witness. 


The  man  or  woman  found  guilty  of  "dis¬ 
loyalty”  through  this  utterly  unfair  and 
un-American  process  would  be  branded  for 
life.  He  wohld  flncl  it  difficult,  if  not  impos¬ 
sible,  to  obtain  other  employment.  The  man 
or  woman  found  “loyal”  would,  in  many 
instances,  be  in  no  better  situation.  The 
very  fact  that  he  or  she  had  been  subjected 
to  suspicion  and  dragged  through  such  pro¬ 
ceedings  would  leave  its  stigma,  a  smear  that 
would  stick. 

That  is  the  unforgivable  thing  the  House  is 
willing  to  do.  And,  as  said,  it  is  also  attempt¬ 
ing  the  impossible. 

Loyalty  is  a  state  of  mind  and  heart.  It  is 
a  matter  of  the  spirit.  The  same  is  true  of 
disloyalty.  Overt  disloyalty  or  treason  is  a 
crime  and  punishable  as  such.  Like  every 
other  country,  we  have  plenty  of  law  for  that. 
But  only  the  Japanese,  in  the  heydey  of  their 
military  men,  could  conceive  of  “thought 
police”  as  a  means  of  reaching  the  impure 
mind.  Only  the  Japanese — until  the  present 
strange  hysteria  hit  the  House. 

It  is  to  be  hoped  that  this  hysteria  will 
subside  before  Congress  comes  back  in 
January.  If  it  doesn’t  get  better,  it  may  get 
worse.  We  may  find  Federal  employees  com¬ 
pelled  to  take  new  and  fearsome  oaths,  writ¬ 
ten  in  their  own  blood,  as  a  requisite  for 
serving  Uncle  Sam. 

to  harm  innocent 

Yet,  loyalty  will  remain  a  matter  of  spirit, 
with  no  man  able  to  say  who  does  and  who 
does  not  possess  it.  You  may  feel  that  any 
man  who  volunteered  in  the  last  war  and 
offered  his  life  In  defense  of  his  country  had 
loyalty  beyond  questioning.  But  it  won’t  be 
beyond  questioning  if  he  applies  for  a  Gov¬ 
ernment  Job. 

You  may  have  other  odd  -  ideas  about 
loyalty.  You  may  think  the  Members  of  the 
House  owe  a  certain  amount  of  loyalty  to 
these  same  veterans — owe  them  some  loyal 
assistance  or  protection  -in  the  matter  of 
housing,  for  example.  Many  Members,  how¬ 
ever,  including  some  who  voted  for  this 
loyalty  bill,  have  a  different  notion  on  that 
subject.  Their  loyalty  has  gone  instead  to 
the  real  estate  interests. 

Loyalty  is,  indeed,  a  thing  difficult  to  get 
at.  The  House  is  attempting  to  get  at  it  in 
the  worst  possible  way.  And,  in  the  process, 
it  is  certain  to  do  grievous  harm  to  many 
innocent  persons. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  HerterL 

Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  are 
several  things  that  have  happened  since 
this  matter  was  debated  by  the  House 
some  months  ago.  In  the  first  place  the 
previous  bill  that  passed  the  House  was 
vetoed  by  the  President.  In  the  second 
place,  the  market  for  wool  and  particu¬ 
larly  fine  wool,  has  strengthened  very 
materially,  so  that  the  sales  of  the  finer 
wools  in  this  country  that  have  been 
made,  during  the  period  of  the  past  few 
months  have  averaged  in  price  from  5 
to  9  cents  above  the  support  price  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  this  bill.  The  poorer  grade 
wool  however,  is  not  moving  effectively, 
largely  for  the  reason  that  the  mills  have 
not  known  whether  or  not  under  some 
such  legislation  as  this  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  will  be  disposing  of 
its  surplus  stocks  of  inferior  grade  wools 
at  a  price  which  would  very  much  affect 
the  general  market. 

I  realize  that  the  hour  is  very  late,  and 
I  am  only  taking  this  very  brief  time 
now  to  put  into  the  Record  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  shall  offer  to  this  bill 
when  it  comes  up  for  amendment,  which 
I  understand  will  not  be  tonight  but  to¬ 


morrow.  That  amendment  is  a  very 
simple  one.  Instead  of  fixing  the  sup¬ 
port  price  at  a  definite  figure  which  could 
not  change  regardless  of  what  happens 
to  other  commodities  or  to  our  economy 
in  general,  I  am  going  to  move  that  the 
words  ‘‘at  the  price  it  supported  wool 
in  1946”  be  stricken  out  and  that  in  lieu 
thereof  there  be  substituted  ‘‘at  a  price 
not  less  than  90  percent  of  parity.” 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HERTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Is  that  not  the  same 
language  that  the  gentleman  offered 
when  the  original  wool  bill  was  before 
the  House? 

Mr.  HERTER.  No;  it  is  not  the  same 
amendment. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  What  is  the  differ¬ 
ence? 

Mr.  HERTER.  The  amendment  I 
offered  before  was  at  90  percent  of  parity. 
It  could  not  have  been  fixed  higher  than 
that.  I  am  offering  tomorrow  “at  not 
less  than  90  percent  of  parity”  so  that 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  can  fix 
it  at  a  higher  price  if  they  see  fit.  That 
is  the  formula  that  has  applied  to  agri¬ 
cultural  products.  The  gentleman’s  own 
Committee  on  Agriculture  reported  a  bill 
this  week  dealing  with  milk  prices  in 
which  exactly  the  same  formula  applies, 
and  it  still  allows  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  to  fix  the  price  higher  than 
90  percent  of  parity  if  it  thinks  such  a 
price  is  justified.  It  is  like  the  Steagall 
amendment.  It  is  exactly  like  every 
other  commodity. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Massachusetts  has  expired. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Cooley], 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
like  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  back 
on  March  11, 1946,  President  Truman  ad¬ 
dressed  a  letter  to  Senator  Joseph  C. 
O’Mahoney  in  regard  to  the  wool  situa¬ 
tion,  and  I  would  like  to  read  that  letter, 
if  I  may: 

Dear  Senator  O’Mahoney:  On.  January  5, 
1946,  you  sent  me  a  memorandum  on  wool  In 
accordance  with  a  suggestion  I  had  made  to 
you  at  a  conference  on  the  subject.  In  your 
memorandum  you  suggested  that  I  request 
the  interested  agencies  of  the  Government 
to  confer  and  to  prepare  a  wool  program. 
Such  a  program  has  now  been  prepared  and 
is  attached.  It  represents  the  considered 
views  of  the  administration  on  the  best 
methods  for  solving  a  serious  and  difficult 
problem. 

Your  committee  will,  of  course,  be  able  to 
call  on  the  interested  agencies  for  any  de¬ 
sired  assistance  in  your  further  studies  of  the 
wool  situation  or  in  drafting  appropriate 
legislation. 

I  trust  that  the  Congress  will  find  that  this 
proposed  wool  program  constitutes  a  sound 
and  adequate  basis  for  constructive  legisla¬ 
tion. 

In  dosing  I  wish  to  express  my  agreement 
with  you  that  cooperation  between  the 
Executive  and  the  Congress  is  essential  to  the 
establishment  of  an  effective  wool  program. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

In  the  attached  statement  the  admin¬ 
istration  and  the  agencies’  interest  rec¬ 
ognize  the  fact  that  parity  on  wool  is  not 
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fair  and  this  is  the  language  pertinent 
to  parity  as  it  affects  wool. 

1.  The  parity  price  of  wool  be  revised  or 
established  at  the  so-called  comparable 
level  so  that  wool  parity  prices  will  be  on 
a  level  equivalent  to  parity  prices  for  other 
farm  products. 

In  other  words,  for  some  reason  the 
administration  and  the  agencies  affect¬ 
ed  consider  90  percent  of  parity  for  wool 
producers  as  inadequate  protection  to 
the  wool  growers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Utah. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  Of  course,  if  We  had 
adopted  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  we  would 
never  have  had  this  controversy  at  all. 
What  the  gentleman  says  is  the  meat  of 
the  whole  controversy. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina  has  expired. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich]. 
v  Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  fthis  is 
mighty  poor  legislation.  It  is  nothing 
but  a  subsidy  bill.  It  also  puts  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  into  business  to  buy  all  the  wool 
in  the  country  from  now  on  until  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1948.  It  pays  the  highest  price 
for  wool  that  we  paid  in  27  years,  and 
guarantees  it  with  money  we  will  have  to 
take  out  of  the  Treasury.  We  now  have 
400,000,000  pounds  of  wool  in  the  stock 
pile,  and  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  is  supposed  to  sell  it. 

They  have  to  sell  it  before  December 
31,  1848  and  take  any  loss  that  might 
come  to  the  Treasury.  If  you  are  going 
to  pass  legislation  like  this  it  seems  to 
me  we  are  on  the  wrong  track.  Another 
thing,  it  gives  permission  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  State  Department  to  reduce 
the  tariff  which  is  now  on  scoured  wools 
of  34  cents  a  pound.  If  the  farmers  of 
this  country  cannot  get  along  on  the 
price  they  have  now,  what  are  they  going 
to  do  when  you  reduce  the  tariff?  It  is 
poor  legislation.  You  ought  not  to  vote 
for  it  at  all. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I 
thought  I  heard  the  gentleman  mention 
something  something  about  the  tariff. 
How  does  the  gentleman  feel  about  re¬ 
ducing  the  tariff  on  woolen  textiles? 

Mr.  RICH.  I  do  not  want  to  reduce  it 
on  anything.  If  you  reduce  the  tariff 
on  any  commodity  in  this  country, 
whereby  you  wreck  the  woolen  manufac¬ 
turers,  the  farmers,  the  sheep  growers, 
and  the  labor  of  this  country,  I  am 
against  it.  I  have  always  been  against 
it  and  I  always  will  be  against  it.  The 
Republican  Party  has  always  been  for  a 
high  tariff,  and  it  has  made  this  country 
the  greatest  country  on  earth.  Do  you 
think  I  am  going  to  stand  for  something 
of  that  kind?  Not  on  your  tintype.  I 
am  not  built  that  way. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Sikes]. 


Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  proceed  out  of  order 
and  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks 
and  include  a  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Florida? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Speaker,  possible 
abuses  of  retirement  privileges  by  officer 
personnel  are  bringing  serious  criticisms 
upon  the  War  and  Navy  Departments 
of  our  Government.  In  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  in  the  period  May  1, 1945,  to  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1946,  I  find  that  1,283  Regular 
Army  officers  were  retired  for  physical 
disability.  For  all  other  reasons  only 
408  were  retired  during  this  period.  That 
means  three  out  of  four  were  found 
physically  disabled  by  examining  boards. 

In  the  Navy,  during  the  period  May  1, 
1945,  to  May  1,  1947,  I  am  advised  that 
2,864  were  retired  for  physical  disability, 
and  only  732  for  all  other  reasons.  Here 
the  ratio  of  retirements  for  physical  dis¬ 
ability  is  nearly  4  to  1. 

Since  these  appear  to  be  disturbing 
figures,  I  have  secured  from  official  Gov¬ 
ernment  sources  figures  for  comparison 
on  the  number  of  physically  disabled 
persons  in  civilian  life.  Having  noted 
that  the  greater  number  of  retirements 
for  physical  disability  are  in  the  grades 
of  general  officer  or  colonel  in  the  Army, 
and  that  a  large  number  of  Navy  physi¬ 
cal  disability  retirements  are  in  pro¬ 
portionate  grades,  I  assume  that  we  may 
safely  consider  only  ages  35  to  64. 

And  here  is  what  we  find  in  civilian 
life:  Two  percent  of  the  males  in  ages 
35  to  44  are  physically  disabled,  3.7  per¬ 
cent  of  those  in  ages  45  to  54,  6.4  percent 
in  ages  55  to  59,  and  12.1  percent  in  ages 
60  to  64.  Yet  in  the  services  the  percent¬ 
ages  of  those  retired  for  physical  disa¬ 
bility  runs  75  percent  or  more  among 
the  men  retired  in  the  camparable 
colonel-general  age  brackets.  And  the 
fact  has  been  brought  out  that  many 
high-ranking  officers  who  retired  from 
the  services  as  physically  disabled  went 
immediately  into  industry  at  very  lucra¬ 
tive  salaries. 

Now  what  can  be  the  reason  for  this 
condition?  How  has  the  percentage  of 
physically  disabled  reached  such  alarm¬ 
ing  heights  among  officer  personnel? 
Who  makes  up  the  retiring  boards,  and 
on  what  basis  do  they  judge  physical- 
disability  standards? 

It  is  true  that  personnel  retired  for 
physical  disabilities  draw  in  some  in¬ 
stances  higher  retirement  pay  than  they 
would  draw  for  length  of  service  retire¬ 
ment.  And  it  is  true  that  physical  dis¬ 
ability  retirement  pay  is  not  subject  to 
income  tax.  It  is  likewise  true  that  re¬ 
tirement  pay  for  length  of  service  is  in 
only  a  very  few  cases  higher  than  dis¬ 
ability  retirement  pay.  But  these  should 
not  be  deciding  factors. 

I  make  no  accusations  at  this  time. 

I  simply  call  attention  to  the  facts,  for  I 
find  them  disturbing.  I  think  this  mat¬ 
ter  should  receive  serious  thought  from 
the  membership  of  the  Congress  during 
the  period  prior  to  our  reconvening  in , 
January.  A  request  has  been  made  by 
the  House  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
partly  at  my  suggestion,  that  the  services 


provide  us  with  full  and  accurate  in¬ 
formation  on  this  subject  during  that  pe¬ 
riod,  and  that  careful  attention  be  given 
to  correcting  abuses  if  abuses  exist. 

In  the  belief  that  it  may  prove  inter¬ 
esting,  I  file  herein  a  table  of  retirements 
by  officers  of  the  Regular  Army.  I  regret 
that  I  have  not  been  furnished  a  similar 
table  for  naval  officer  personnel. 


Retirements  of  Regular  Army  commissioned 
officers,  May  1,  1945,  to  Dec.  31,  1946 


Grade 

Physical  dis¬ 

ability 

Other  retire¬ 

ments  (age 
or  service) 

&> 

U4 

•hi 

■s 

Total 

General  of  the  Army . 

1 

1 

General _ _ 

1 

1 

Lieutenant  general . 

8 

3 

11 

Major  general _ _ 

136 

28 

164 

Brigadier  general _ _ 

160 

47 

207 

831 

287 

1, 118 

Lieutenant  colonel . 

91 

38 

i 

130 

Major  _  . 

31 

3 

i 

35 

16 

1 

17 

9 

9 

1 

1 

Total . 

1,283 

408 

3 

1,  601 

i  Do  not  receive  retired  pay. 


On  Jan  1 , 19-47, 5,701  commissioned  offioers  #f  the  Regu¬ 
lar  Army  received  retired  pay. 

Note.— Non-Regular  officers  are  not  placed  on  the  Reg¬ 
ular  Army  retired  list.  They  are  certified  to  the  Veter¬ 
ans’  Administration  for  retirement.  From  Dec.  81, 1941 
through  Dec.  28,  1946,  26,056  were  so  certified.  May  7, 
1945,  through  Jan.  3, 1947, 18,525  were  so  certified. 

Mr  COOLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIKES.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Has  the  gentleman  ob¬ 
tained  similar  information  with  regard 
to  the  retirement  for  disability  of  Re¬ 
serve  officers,  in  comparison  with  retire¬ 
ment  for  disability  of  Regular  officers? 

Mr.  SIKES.  I  do  have  some  informa¬ 
tion  on  that  but  I  do  not  have  as  com¬ 
plete  information  on  it  as  I  do  for  the 
Regular  officers.  I  find  that  the  percent¬ 
age  of  Reserve  officers  who  have  been 
retired  for  physical  disability  is  very 
small  in  comparison  with  the  over- all 
number,  and  that  of  the  number  of  Re¬ 
serve  officers  who  are  retired  by  examin¬ 
ing  boards,  only  about  one-third  are  re¬ 
tired  for  physical  disability,  whereas 
nearly  all  the  Regular  Army  officers  who 
go  before  the  examining  board  are  re¬ 
tired  for  that  reason. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Is  not  that  a  rather 
strange  situation? 

Mr.  SIKES.  I  find  it  so. 

Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Buck]. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  speak¬ 
ing  with  regard  to  the  wool  bill.  Hold 
your  hats,  taxpayers,  you  are  about  to 
be  taken  for  another  ride. 

,  Mr.  CHENOWETH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  (S.  1498)  to  provide  support  for  wool, 
and  for  other  purposes. 
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The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  bill  S.  1498,  with  Mr. 
Jenkins  of  Ohio  in  the  chair. 

*  The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  7  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill  has  been  thor¬ 
oughly  discussed  on  previous  occasions, 
and  I  am  not  going  to  take  very  much 
time  at  this  late  horn-  of  the  day  for  a 
general  discussion  of  the  subject, 
y.  l  am  taking  these  few  minutes  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  bill  which 
is  now  before  us  is  identical  with  the  bill 
which  passed  both  Houses  and  was 
vetoed  by  the  President  except  for  the 
fact  that  section  4  which  provided  for 
the  imposition  of  import  fees  and  quotas 
under  the  provisions  of  section~32  pf  the 
AAA  Act  has  been  eliminated- 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to  my 
colleague. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
gentleman  referred  to  section  4  which 
was  stricken  out  of  the  bill.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  the  authority  conferred  under 
section  4  was  a  discretionary  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  President  as  to  whether 
or  not  he  wanted  to  impose  import  fees 
or  a  quota? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes;  it  was  the  same  pro¬ 
vision  which  has  been  applicable  at  one 
time  or  another  to  something  like  40 
different  agricultural  commodities.  It 
vested  in  the  President  power  and 
authority  to  make  investigations  and 
determine  whether  or  not  support-price 
programs  on  agricultural  commodities 
were  being  interfered  with  by  reason  of 
imports.  The  provision  as  to  wool 
simply  put  it  on  the  same  basis  as  other 
agricultural  commodities  which  come 
under  the  provision  of  section  22. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  A  good 
many  of  the  newspapers  and  editorial 
writers  have  said  that  legislation  pro¬ 
vided  for  an  increase  in  the  duty  on 
wool,  and  I  would  like  to  have  the  gentle¬ 
man  make  it  plain  that  it  did  no  such 
thing  and  there  was  no  increase  author¬ 
ized  in  the  duty  on  wool  in  that  bill. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  glad  the  gentleman 
asked  that  question  because  he  is  abso¬ 
lutely  right  in  his  statement  that  the 
bill  in  itself  did  not  provide  for  any 
increase  in  duties.  I  might  say  that  in 
all  the  time  that  I  have  been  a  Member 
of  Congress  I  cannot  recall  any  bill 
which  was  so  persistently  misrepre¬ 
sented  in  the  press,  especially  in  edi¬ 
torial  columns,  as  the  wool  bill,  which 
passed  the  House  and  was  vetoed  by  the 
President.  I  am  not  blaming  the  press 
so  much  for  that  misrepresentation  as  I 
'  blame  the  State  Department  for  passing 
out  information  which  constituted  mis¬ 
representation  as  to  the  character  and 
purpose  of  the  legislation.  But  I  do  not 
^want  to  spend  any  morettime  going  into 
that  particular  phase  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 


Mr.  COOLEY.  The  bill  reported  by 
the  House  certainly  authorized  the  Pres¬ 
ident  to  increase  the  tariff  to  the  extent 
of  50  percent,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  HOPE.  It  gave  the  President  the 
authority  that  he  now  has  as  to  a  num¬ 
ber  of  other  commodities,  to  either  im¬ 
pose  a  quota  or  an  import  fee  which 
would  be  in  effect  an  increase  in  the 
tariff  under  certain  conditions,  if  cer¬ 
tain  findings  were  made  and  he  decided 
to  7  use  his  discretion  and  found  it  was 
necessary  to  do  that  in  order  to  prevent 
the  support-price  program  from  being 
interfered  with. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  My  recollection  is  that 
my  distinguished  colleague  very  studi¬ 
ously  refrained  from  confessing  that  the 
President  was  ever  to  exercise  his  dis¬ 
cretion  in  that  certain  situation  to  which 
the  gentleman  has  referred.  Some  of 
the  Members  said  it  was  a  discretionary 
matter  with  the  President.  I  took  the 
position  at  that  time,  and  I  still  think  I 
was  correct  in  saying  that  it  was  not  dis¬ 
cretionary  with  the  President  if  the  find¬ 
ings  justified  and  indicated  the  neces¬ 
sity  for  an  increased  duty. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Of  course,  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  President  to  make  a  de¬ 
termination  based  upon  the  findings  of 
fact.  That  determination  was  based 
upon  whether  or  not  he  concluded  that 
the  imports  were  interfering  with  the 
support-price  program.  That  was  a 
matter  that  necessarily  must  have  been 
left  to  his  discretion. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  That  is  right,  and  that 
is  the  only  discretion  he  had  to  exercise. 
Now,  after  having  asked  the  Tariff  Com¬ 
mission  to  make  an  investigation  and 
then  report  back  to  him,  if  they  indicated 
that  the  imports  were  interfering  with 
the  domestic  program  he  had  no  alter¬ 
native  other  than  to  impose  it  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  HOPE.  No.  It  was  still  up  to  the 
President,  in  the  exercise  of  his  discre¬ 
tion  and  judgment,  to  determine  whether 
or  not,  based  upon  the  information  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  Tariff  Commission,  imports 
were  interfering  with  the  support-price 
program. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  But  he  had  to  make  his 
determination  based  upon  the  findings  of 
fact,  and  if  the  findings  of  fact  indicated 
no  other  alternative,  he  had  to  make 
it?  v 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes,  but  he  had  to  make 
the  determination.  It  was  not  auto¬ 
matic. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  In  the 
first  place,  it  was  discretionary  on  the 
part  of  the  President  to  ask  the  Tariff 
Commission  to  make  the  investigation. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  agree  that  is  the  only 
discretion  he  had. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  After¬ 
ward  he  had  to  concur  in  the  findings  of 
the  Tariff  Commission,  and  if  he  did  not 
find  that  the  facts  submitted  by  the 
Tariff  Commission  were  in  accordance 
with  his  views,  it  was  discretionary  with 
him  whether  or  not  he  wanted  to  exer¬ 
cise  his  power. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  It  would  not  have 
been  a  question  of  being  in  accord  with 
his  views,  but  in  accord  with  the  facts. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  has 
expired. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  five  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  It  seems  to  me  also 
that  under  section  4  the  President  could 
only  impose  such  fees  as  would  bring  the 
price  of  foreign  wool  up  to  the  price  wool 
is  supported  under  the  wool  program. 
Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes;  that  is  correct. 

Now,  I  do  not  want  to  get  into  any 
further  discussion  of  the  provisions  of 
the  other  bill,  because  that  is  water  over 
the  dam.  The  President  vetoed  the  bill. 
The  Congress  did  not  override  the  veto. 
While  I  think  the  other  method  of  ap¬ 
proaching  the  problem  was  preferable, 
we  were  not  successful  in  solving  it  that 
way,  and  we  are  now  coming  here  with 
what  I  think  is  the  second  best  way  of 
affording  a  price-support  program  for 
wool. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HERTER.  I  am  wondering 
whether  the  gentleman  can  advise  me 
whether  he  would  accept  an  amendment. 
Instead  of  90  percent  of  parity  it  could 
be  fixed  at  a  higher  price,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  or  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  so  desired. 

Mr.  HOPE.  No.  I  do  not  believe  I 
would  be  in  a  position  to  accept  that 
amendment. 

It  has  already  been  brought  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  committee  that  the  parity 
price  on  wool  does  not  at  this  time  re¬ 
flect  a  fair  relationship  as  between  wool 
and  other  farm  commodities  or  a  fair 
relationship  with  the  cost  of  production, 
and  for  that  reason  among  others,  I  do 
not  believe  that  I  could  consistently  agree 
to  the  amendment  suggested. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  today  is 
supporting  certain  commodities  at  higher 
than  90  percent  of  parity?  For  instance, 
cotton  is  being  supported  at  92%  percent 
and  some  commodities  at  a  higher  price 
because  of  the  necessity  of  stimulating 
production.  Would  not  the  gentleman  be 
willing  to  look  to  the  same  people  who 
have  discretion  in  all  Steagall  commodi¬ 
ties  to  determine  what  is  the  proper  price 
above  90  percent  of  parity  to  make  the 
same  determination  in  the  case  of  wool? 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  support  price  of  wool 
which  we  are  asking  in  this  bill  is  the 
same  support  price  that  has  prevailed 
since  1943.  Practically  all  other  prices 
are  now  far  higher  than  they  were  in 
1943.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  out  of 
the  way  to  urge  that  the  1943  price  should 
be  continued.  I  realize  that  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment  does  not  necessarily 
reduce  the  rate  at  which  the  price  would 
be  supported,  but  it  would  give  author¬ 
ity  to  support  the  price  at  a  lower  rate, 
which  I  do  not  believe  would  be  desirable 
at  this  time. 
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Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  The  only  thing 
“comparable  price”  means  is  that  wool 
would  then  be  given  the  same  treatment 
that  other  agricultural  commodities  en¬ 
joy  under  the  parity  formula  of  the 
Steagall  amendment. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes;  as  a  matter  of  fact 
we  are  not  stabilizing  the  price  of  wool 
at  the  comparable  price.  There  are 
some  other  commodities  in  the  same  sit¬ 
uation  as  wool  where  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  has  determined  a  com¬ 
parable  price  and  use  that  for  stabili¬ 
zation  purposes.  But  that  is  not  true  of 
wool.  If  that  provision  were  in  the  bill 
it  would  result  in  a  price  4  or  5  cents 
higher  than  the  price  now  contained 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  The  bill  now  before 
use  is  the  Senate  bill  and  has  passed  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  HOPE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Should  it  be  amend¬ 
ed  it  would  then  go  to  conference  and  in 
this  jam  we  are  in  there  would  be  very 
little  probability  of  its  becoming  law  at 
all. 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  gentleman  has  raised 
a  very  good  point  and  one  to  which  we 
must  give  consideration  in  this  late  stage 
of  the  session,  because  unless  the  bill 
can  be  passed  in  its  present  form  it  cer¬ 
tainly  is  very  doubtful  as  to  whether  it 
can  become  law  at  this  session. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  three  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  The  gentleman  will 
remember,  of  course,  that  the  original 
O’Mahoney  bill  regarding  which  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  read  a 
letter  from  the  President  to  Senator 
O’Mahoney,  contains  the  very  thing  we 
are  talking  about  here,  a  comparable 
price.  We  were  trying  to  change  the 
formula  that  put  wool  on  a  parity  with 
other  commodities.  Is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  HOPE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  And  as  to  the  com¬ 
parable  price  some  of  the  members  of- 
our  committee  did  not  want  to  go  along 
with  it.  This  is  the  compromise.  This 
is  the  only  thing  that  has  ever  been 
found  which  would  meet  the  issue.  We 
might  just  as  well  not  pass  this  bill  if 
we  accept  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  because 
that  is  the  reason  the  bill  was  introduced 
in  the  first  place. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes;  I  agree  with  the 
gentleman.  I  appreciate  the  contribu¬ 
tion  he  has  made  by  calling  attention  to 
that  fact. 

Just  briefly  in  conclusion  I  wish  to 
bring  the  attention  of  the  committee 
to » the  fact  that  the  situation  has 
changed  somewhat  as  to  wool  prices  in 
recent  weeks. 

There  has  been  a  stiffening  of  the  price 
as  far  as  the  better  grades  are  concerned, 


as  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  That  is  fortunate  in  that  those 
grades  have  been  selling  higher  than  the 
support  price  would  have  been  and  there 
has  been  that  much  more  wool  on  the 
open  market.  We  want  all  of  the  wool 
to  go  to  the  market  place  that  can  possi¬ 
bly  go  there.  The  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  has  been  able  to  sell  some 
of  its  stocks  of  wool  because  the  better 
grades  have  gone  above  the  parity  price. 
That  is  all  to  the  good,  and  we  are  glad 
that  is  the  situation  because  it  means 
that  in  the  end  this  operation  is  not  go¬ 
ing  to  be  as  costly  to  the  Government  as 
it  would  be  otherwise.  It  means  that  the 
loss  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  is  going  to  be  less  but  it  does  not  in 
any  way  lessen  the  need  for  this  legisla¬ 
tion  because  we  do  not  know  what  the 
market  may  be  or  where  it  may  go  be¬ 
tween  now  and  December  31,  1948,  at 
which  time  this  program  will  end.  The 
Army,  so  I  am  told,  wants  to  take  some 
of  the  stock  pile  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  and,  of  course,  that  will  help 
in  the  liquidation  and  will  cut  down  the 
loss  that  will  be  sustained  on  account  of 
this  liquidation.  So  I  think  those  who 
have  been  fearful  of  the  cost  that  might 
accrue  under  this  legislation  can  vote 
for  this  bill  with  the  assurance  that  a 
change  in  conditions  has  reduced  the 
probable  cost  considerably. 

I  hope  that  the  committee  will  approve 
the  bill  without  amendment  and  that  we 
can  send  it  to  the  President  in  the  form 
in  which  it  was  passed  by  the  Senate. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  desire. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  whole, matter  has 
been  debated  on  the  floor  formerly  and 
I  think  every  Member  is  acquainted  with 
the  provisions  of  the  present  bill.  It  has 
been  passed  by  the  Senate.  There  is  no 
question  in  the  world,  in  the  event  we 
give  favorable  consideration  to  the  bill, 
but  what  the  President  will  approve  the 
legislation.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
protect  the  wool  industry  in  America. 
There  is  no  other  way  around.  I  do  not 
think  the  membership  of  this  House 
wants  to  put  the  great  wool  industry  out 
of  business. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  do  not  get  this 
legislation  we  are  not  going  to  get  any 
legislation  at  all.  It  is  up  to  us  to  make 
that  determination  here  and  now.  The 
committee  is  in  possession  of  all  the  facts 
in  connection  with  the  whole  situation, 
therefore  I  do  not  see  any  necessity  for 
prolonging  the  discussion.  We  are  only 
attempting  to  give  the  wool  grower  the 
same  treatment  that  the  producers  of 
other  agricultural  commodities  received 
under  what  is  known  as  the  Steagall 
amendment,  a  fair  price.  A  parity  price 
to  the  wool  growers  under  the  parity 
formula  is  not  a  fair  price.  That  is  the 
reason  this  legislation  changes  the  parity 
formula  with  respect  to  wooL  It  is  just 
simply  doing  justice  to  the  wool  growers 
of  America. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  I  favor  this  measure 
and  I  favor  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  wool 


growers  of  the  entire  Nation  and  par¬ 
ticularly  of  my  own  State.  Its  enact¬ 
ment  will  be  in  simple  justice  to  them. 
But  there  is  another  group  dependent 
upon  us  in  this  matter  of  the  price  of 
wool. 

I  would  like  to  say  this,  in  addition  to 
the  white  men  there  are  in  my  State 
about  60,000  Navajo  Indians  and  others 
who  are  nomadic,  living  upon  their 
sheep,  and  the  price  of  wool  means  every¬ 
thing  in  their  economy.  They  are  hard 
pressed  now  and  up  against  the  limit  of 
subsistence.  So,  I  am  thinking  in  behalf 
of  the  60,000  Navajo  and  Hopi  Indians 
who  produce  wool  and  depend  upon  it  for 
their  very  living.  It  is  even  better  to  give 
them  a  fair  price  than  to  furnish  them 
charity.  They  prefer  it  rather  than 
charity. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Some  of  the  statements 
which  have  been  made  during  the  debate 
on  this  matter  might  indicate  or  tend  to 
indicate  that  this  support  program  was 
not  needed.  As  the  gentleman  has  point¬ 
ed  out,  we  are  faced  with  a  situation 
that  we  either  take  this  bill  or  no  bill  at 
all.  Now,  if  we  have  no  bill  at  all,  its 
natural  result  might  be  that  the  market 
for  wool  at  present  levels  might  go  to 
pieces. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  And  I  think  it 
would  go  to  pieces. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Because  we  have  a  tre¬ 
mendous  surplus  hanging  over  the  mar¬ 
ket  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  And  I  think  it  will 
take  this  legislation  to  give  the  wool 
growers  of  America  reasonable  protec¬ 
tion. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  has  expired. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentlewoman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts^  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  out  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  your  Committee  on  Veterans’ 
Affairs  has  worked  diligently  and  I  want 
to  report  to  the  House  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Veterans’  Affairs  has  reported 
five  bills  we  believe  should  pass,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  his  Budget  Bureau  notwith¬ 
standing.  But  to  date  the  veterans’  legis¬ 
lation  Congress  has  passed  has  amounted 
to  very  little,  because  the  insurance- 
time-extension  bill  simply  gives  the  vet¬ 
erans  a  chance  to  apply  for  insurance. 
It  is  a  commercial  matter.  The  veterans 
pay  for  it.  It  should  not  be  called  a  bene¬ 
fit,  in  fact.  The  House  has  one  very  im¬ 
portant  bill — the  Patterson  bill — which 
would  give  service  presumption  to  chronic 
and  tropical  diseases. 

This  bill  has  passed  the  other  body. 
I  want  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  again  that  if  we  do  not  pass  the 
Senate  bill  which  is  now  on  the  Speak¬ 
er’s  desk,  which  gives  the  blind,  the 
double  arm  amputees,  and  the  double 
leg  amputees  automobiles,  we  are  de- 
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priving  the  men,  the  most  seriously 
wounded,  of  transportation  that  they 
can  use  in  securing  jobs.  There  are  only 
12,000  affected.  They  are  the  last  ones 
of  the  group  that  are  always  classed  to¬ 
gether  for  rating  purposes.  The  cost 
would  not  be  great  and  would  cover  a 
period  of  3  years.  I  know  no  Member 
wants  to  go  back  to  his  district  and 
face  a  blind  boy,  when  a  boy  with  a  leg 
off  or  a  boy  with  both  legs  off  can  get 
an  automobile,  and  say,  “You  cannot. 
The  Congress  did  not  choose  to  give  you 
a  car;  it  was  not  willing  to  do  it.”  The 
bill  was  discriminatory  last  year.  This 
rectifies  that. 

We  passed  other  legislation  out  of  our 
committee,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  vitally 
needed.  I  do  not  know  how  the  Mem¬ 
bers  can  go  back  and  I  do  not  know  how 
I  can  go  back  and  tell  the  veterans  of 
various  organizations  where  I  have  been 
asked  to  speak  in  the  hospitals  and  say, 
“No,  the  Congress  has  passed  millions 
and  millions  of  dollars  for  relief  to  for¬ 
eign  countries  and  never  counted  the 
cost,  but  we  are  not  passing  legislation 
for  the  veterans  because  of  thp  cost.” 

The  Congress  cashed  the  terminal- 
leave-pay  bonds  for  the  able-bodied,  but 
did  nothing  additional  for  the  disabled. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  other  much- 
needed,  legislation  already  passed  by  the 
other  body  which  is  on  the  Speaker’s 
desk,  legislation  which  your  committee 
on  veterans’  legislation  passed  first  but 
which  has  not  been  acted  upon  by_  the 
House.  The  other  body  passed  the  on- 
the-job  training  bill,  the  subsistence-al¬ 
lowance  bill,  the  bill  for  increased  allow¬ 
ances  for  disabled  taking  vocational 
training,  the  amputee-car  bill  and  the 
institutional  farm-training  bill  which 
the  House  already  has  passed. 

I  believe  the  leadership  will  bring  up 
those  bills  for  action  tomoi'row.  I  still 
have  faith.  I  do  not  believe  that  faith 
will  be  betrayed. 

Six  months,  when  the  House  will  re¬ 
convene,  will  be  too  late  for  the  men 
and  women  in  school  and  in  training. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Carroll]. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  out  of 
order. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  and  I  am  not  going 
to  object  to  this  request,  but  I  want  to 
serve  notice  at  this  time  that  I  shall 
object  to  any  other  requests  to  speak  out 
of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Colorado? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
to  support  the  statement  made  by  the 
very  able  gentlewoman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts.  I  am  in  full  accord  with  her  that 
there  has  not  been  very  important  legis¬ 
lation  concerning  veterans  passed  by  this 
body,  and  we  would  be  sorely  remiss  in 
our  duties  to  the  veterans  if  we  did  not 
fully  enact  legislation  that  has  been  re¬ 
cently  passed  by  the  Senate. 

Yesterday  afternoon  I  called  the  at¬ 
tention  of  this  body  to  a  bill,  S.  1394, 


which  was  passed  by  the  Senate  unani¬ 
mously  and  now  is  languishing  in  a  com¬ 
mittee  in  this  body.  I  was  much  sur¬ 
prised  today  when  the  majority  leader 
issued  his  statement  to  this  body  in  which 
he  quoted  from  the  President’s  speech  of 
last  January  6.  The  majority  leader 
said: 

That  statement  can  leave  no  question 
about  the  opposition  of  President  Truman  to 
additional  veterans’  legislation  of  any  con¬ 
sequence. 

I  say  that  is  not  true.  The  President 
has  yet  to  veto  any  bill  concerning  vetT 
erans’  legislation  which  has  been  passed 
by  this  Congress.  I  am  confident  that 
he  will  not  veto  the  type  of  veterans’ 
legislation  having  senatorial  approval. 
If  the  legislation  the  gentlewoman  from 
Massachusetts  has  spoken  to  you  about, 
including  S.  1394,  passes  this  body  there 
will  be  no  Presidential  veto.  Of  that  I 
am  confident.  If  we  adopt  and  approve 
these  bills  which  the  Senate  has  passed 
unanimously,  there  will  be  no  Presiden¬ 
tial  veto. 

Let  me  tell  you  what  I  suspect  is  the 
real  motive  behind  the  majority  leader’s 
remarks.  For  some  unknown  reason  the 
Republican  leadership  of  this  body  is  at¬ 
tempting  to  avoid  the  consequences  of 
bottling  up  veterans’  legislation.  It  is 
common  knowledge  that  they  will  not 
permit  S.  1394  and  other  measures  re¬ 
cently  passed  by  the  Senate  to  come  be¬ 
fore  this  body  for  action.  Now  there  is 
great  demand  for  this  legislation.  Dis¬ 
abled  war  veterans  need  the  assistance 
provided  by  some  of  these  bills,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  in  S.  1394  thousands  upon  thou¬ 
sands  of  veterans  have  been  pressing  for 
an  increase  in  their  subsistence  allow¬ 
ance  in  order  to  meet  the  continued  rise 
in  the  cost  of  living. 

The  majority  leader,  in  the  prepared 
speech  before  this  body  today,  has  ex¬ 
pressed  deep  concern  over  the  possibility 
of  a  Presidential  veto  of  additional  vet¬ 
erans’  legislation.  I  cannot  understand, 
,  at  this  late  date,  his  solicitude  about  a 
Presidential  veto.  Certainly  such  con¬ 
cern  was  not  manifest  with  regard  to 
other  important  measures  which  have 
been  passed  through  this  body  under  the 
guiding  hand  of  the  Republican  leader¬ 
ship.  I  refer  now  to  the  Taft-Hartley  bill 
and  to  the  tax  bills.  I  suggest  to  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader  that  the  proper  way  to  place 
the  onus  on  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  is  to  give  it  an  opportunity 
to  perform  its  function.  Bring  these 
important  veteran  bills  before  this  Con¬ 
gress.  Let  us  perform  our  legislative 
function  under  the  Constitution  and  then 
let  the  record  clearly  show  whether  or 
not  the  President  will  veto  these  ex¬ 
tremely  important  measures.  The  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  passage  of  these 
measures  is  directly  that  of  the  majority 
party  and  its  leadership.  No  searching 
and  grasping  from  disconnected  portions 
of  the  President’s  speech  of  last  January 
can  relieve  the  majority  leadership  of 
this  body  from  its  responsibility. 

Again,  I  agree  with  the  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts  that  this  is  a  part 
of  the  unfinished  business  of  this  Con¬ 
gress  and  in  good  conscience  we  cannot 
face  our  veterans  at  home  unless  we  act 
now. 


(Mr.  CARROLL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  bill  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  (a)  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  shall  continue, 
until  December  31,  1948,  to  support  a  price 
to  producers  of  wool  in  the  continental 
United  States  and  Territories  at  the'price  it 
supported  wool  in  1946. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
hereof,  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
may  adjust  support  prices  for  individual 
grades  and  qualities  of  wool  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  about  a  fair  and  equitable  re¬ 
lationship  in  the  support  prices  for  the  vari¬ 
ous  grades  and  qualities  of  wool;  and  may 
make  discounts  from  support  prices  for  off- 
quality,  inferior-grade,  or  poorly  prepared 
wool. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Jenkins  of  Ohio,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  bill  (S.  1498)  to  provide  sup¬ 
port  for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes, 
had  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 
EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  HILL  asked  and  was  given  permjSj 
sibn  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Rec  ’ 
or\  and  include  an  editorial. 

DORN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  alid  include  an  address  by  Governor 
Thurmond,  of  South  Carolina,  at  the 
governors’  conference  in  Salt  Lake  City. 

Mr.  SAlDLAK  asked  and  was  gi/en  per¬ 
mission  fqr  himself  and  Mr.  FoqftE  to  ex¬ 
tend  theirVemarks  in  the  Record  imme¬ 
diately  following  the  passag/  of  House 
Joint  Resolution  246. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  MissoujT  (at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  Mr.  ./Trends)  was  /iven  permis¬ 
sion  to  extend  His  remark§an  the  Record. 

Mr.  JAVITS  ateed  andfwas  given  per¬ 
mission  to  exterro  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  just  befoi\  th/  vote  on  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  13 


ne  asked  and  was 
tend  her  remarks 
lately  following  the 
R\3215,.and  also  to 


e  Appendix  of 
,o  letters. 

d  was  given 
extend  his  re- 


Mrs.  SMITH  of 
given  permission  to 
in  the  Record  imm 
passage  of  the  bill 
extend  her  remaps  in 
the  Record  and  i/clude  t’ 

Mr.  FLETCHER  asked 
permission  to  /evise  and 
marks. 

Mr.  WEIQHEL  asked  and\was  given 
permission  jx>  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  SADOWSKI  asked  and  w\s  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remark\in  the 
Record  in  two  instances. 

■s.  HOUR  OF  MEETING  TOMORROt 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  Vsk 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  Ho\ge 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at 
o’clock  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to\ 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  \ 
Illinois?  \ 

There  was  no  objection. 
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SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

\mt.  SADOWSKI.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  today,  follow¬ 
ing  spy  special  order  heretofore  entered, 

I  may'be  permitted  to  address  the  House 
for  10  minutes. 

The  SPSJAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request^.  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  ito  objection. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  TEAGUE  akked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extencNhis  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  arreditorial. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION  cXsE — LAWRENCE 

MICHAEL  AGAINST  HOWARD  W.  SMITH 

The  SPEAKER  laid  befonSThe  House 
the  following  communicationVrom  the 
Clerk  of  the  House,  which  was  r&ad  and, 
•with  accompanying  papers,  referted  to 
the  Committee  on  House  Administration 
and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Office  of  the  Clerk, 

House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  July  25,  1947. 

The  honorable  the  Speaker, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Sir:  The  motion  to  dismiss  of  -the  con- 
testee  in  the  contested-election  case  of  Law¬ 
rence  Michael  against  Howard  W.  Smith  for 
a  seat  in  the  House  of  Representatives  from 
the  Eighth  Congressional  District  of  the 
State  of  Virginia,  filed  in  this  office  July  25, 
1947,  is  transmitted  herewith  for  reference 
to  the  appropriate  committee. 

Yours  respectfully, 

John  Andrews, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

AMENDING  NATIONAL  HOUSING  ACT 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency  may  have  un¬ 
til  midnight  tonight  to  file  a  report  on 
H.  R.  4395  to  amend  the'National  Hous¬ 
ing  Act  to  increase  insurance  on  FHA 
title  VI  loans. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SPECIAL  ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  or¬ 
der  of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  • 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Buchajjan]  is  recog-r 
nized  for  15  minutes.  / 

NO.  I  FAILURE  -OP  THE  EIGHTIETH 

CONGRESS — SUBSERVIENCE  TO  /THE 

REAL-ESTATE  LOBBY  / 

Mr.  BUCHANAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
March  of  1946  the  Chicago  Daily  News 
printed  a  dispatch  from  Washington 
which  gladdened  the  heart/of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  one  of  the  most  powerful  lobbies 
operating  at  present  in  this  country.  The 
headline  said,  “How  lobby  helped  weaken 
housing  bill.”  / 

The  story  read  ip'part: 

The  housing  bill-  passed  the  House  this 
week  with  the  guts  cut  out  of  it — and  it 
was  a  luncheon/club  that  did  the  gutting. 

Sitting  arouhd-  a  luncheon  table,  Wash¬ 
ington  secretaries  of  construction  trade  asso¬ 
ciations  decided  they  didn’t  like  the  idea  of 
price  ceilings  on  old  houses  or  subsidies  to 
stimulate  building-material  production. 

So  they  went  to  work,  and  soon  every 
Member  of  the  House  was  getting  telegrams 
from  lumber  dealers,  contractors,  real-estate 
firms,  builders,  and  architects  in  his  district. 


Then  the  story  quotes  Herbert  U.  Nel¬ 
son,  executive  vice  president  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Association  of  Real  Estate  Boards, 
as  follows: 

“We’ve  got  a  gang  in  power  who  think 
solely  of  the  consumer  and  usually  in  terms 
of  ‘protecting’  him,”  said  Nelson. 

He  was  referi’ing  to  the  Democratic 
administration,  which  was  launching  an 
aggressive  emergency  housing  program 
in  the  early  months  of  1946. 

From  the  warped  viewpoint  of  the 
real-estate  lobby,  protecting  the  con¬ 
sumer  is  a  bad  thing.  They  schemed 
cleverly  to  end  this  protection,  but  could 
not  overcome  the  Democratic  adminis¬ 
tration  backed  up  by  the  Democratic 
Congress. 

That  was  in  1946,  prior  to  Novem¬ 
ber  6. 

Sure  the  Democratic  Party  wants  to 
protect  the  consumer,  and  we  were  proud 
of  it. 

But  the  Republican  Party  came  into 
control  of  Congress  in  the  fluke  elections 
of  ’46  and  then  the  real-estate  lobby 
kas  literally  “gone  to  town.” 
fx  weeks  before  the  session  opens 
theViresident  of  the  National  Asso/a- 
tion  of  Real  Estate  Boards  told  menders 
to  waiKfor  the  new  Congress  on  the 
Capitol  steps  with  a  proposal  ioxJL  cush¬ 
ioned  decoiatrol  of  rents.  jjr 

Cushionectalecontrol  of  rerjfs  is  a  nice 
way  of  sayin^Let  us  get  rid^of  the  pro¬ 
tection  that  keros  the  consumer  from 
being  at  the  merorof  greedy  landlords.” 

Under  the  pretext  of1  extending  rent 
control,  a  bill  was  frailly  passed  which 
I  termed  “a  monsti/slHw.”  This  was  in 
committee  when  I/first\aw  this  strange 
creature  known  ^the  Hogging  and  Rent 
Act  of  1947 — HJR.  3203. 

Actually,  thfs  bill  killed  fl^e  existing 
emergency  urogram  to  get  housing  for 
veterans,  jft  was  supposed  to\remove 
all  the  restrictions  on  commerciaPlauild- 
ing.  Restrictions  that  had  been  pot  in 
to  giv/builders  of  living  places  for 
eran/  a  chance  to  compete  again.5 
money- heavy  commercial  and  industrial 
builders  for  scarce  building  materials. 
f  The  real-estate  profiteers  and  specu¬ 
lators  are  doing  very  well  under  the 
existing  housing  shortage,  and  profits  are 
much  higher  in  commercial  construc¬ 
tion  than  in  home  building,  so  big  busi¬ 
ness  did  not  like  the  provisions  that  held 
it  back  to  let  home  building  go  ahead 
faster. 

The  real-estate  lobby  cracked  its  whip 
and  the  Republican  majority  in  Con¬ 
gress  jumped  through  the  hoop. 

The  result:  Congress  enacted  a  hodge¬ 
podge  and  a  monstrosity  known  as  the 
Housing  and  Rent  Control  Act  of  1947. 

Of  course,  the  nastiest  thing  about 
this  bill  was  the  cruel  joker  provision 
which  gave  landlords  the  right  to  ex¬ 
tract  a  15-percent  rent  increase  from 
helpless  tenants.  It  gave  tenants  the 
choice  of  going  for  the  15 -percent  jump 
now  or  really  getting  blackjacked  later 
on.  In  effect,  it  has  been  misnamed  a 
“voluntary  agreement.” 

Many  helpless  tenants  really  know 
what  it  means  by  now. 

This  bill  was  delayed  in  the  other  body 
until  late  in  the  session  and  then  sent  to 


the  White  House  as  part  of  a  carefully 
laid  political  scheme.  Jr 

If  the  President  did  not  sign /his 
phony  bill,  which  gives  a  little  protection 
to  the  consumer,  the  Republicans  said 
brazenly  they  would  pass  no  resjft  control 
law. 

So  the  question  was  whether  it  was 
better  to  protect  the  consumer  at  least 
to  the  extent  of  some  c\*rb  on  landlords’ 
greed  or  whether  to  .have  no  law  and 
put  all  tenants  comaletely  at  the  mercy 
of  property  ownenyCt  once. 

Of  course,  neither  choice  was  a  good 
one.  But  the  Resident  decided  wisely 
that  a  little  protection  for  the  consumer 
was  better  Oran  none,  so  he  signed  the 
bill  after  i*uing  a  blistering  statement 
castigating  the  real- estate  lobby  and 
pointina?out  the  evils  of  this  bill. 

I  smbi  this  was  part  of  a  well-planned 
political  scheme.  It  was.  The  Repub¬ 
licans  deliberately  held  off  the  choice  of 
a,jhad  bill  or  no  rent  control  bill  at  all 
jmtil  too  late  in  the  session  for  a  better 
/Haw  to  be  pushed  through  before  the  old 
one  expired. 

Like  the  wolf  in  Little  Red  Riding 
Hood,  the  real-estate  lobby  said  that  no¬ 
body  needed  to  be  afraid  of  them  be¬ 
cause  landlords  wouldn’t  take  unfair  ad¬ 
vantage  of  the  privileges  they  were  given 
under  this  bill. 

Well,  hotel  rooms  rented  on  a  monthly 
basis  were  freed  from  rent  control  under 
this  bill.  Hotel  operators  around  the 
country  promptly  dropped  the  mask  of 
being  grandma  and  stood  revealed  as 
the  ravenous  wolf. 

Rates  were  increased  as  high  as  200 
percent.  Even  flophouse  rates  soared 
upward  in  an  inflationary  spiral.  It  was 
plain  that  the  same  thing  would  have 
happened  to  other  tenants  without  the 
meager  protection  they  receive  under 
this  bill. 

This  breaking  of  its  promise  is  typical 
of  the  performance  of  the  real-estate 
lobby. 

Last  year  the  real-estate  lobby  said  in 
canned  news  releases  that  elimination 
mf  price  controls  would  speed  construc¬ 
tion  of  homes  and  lower  the  cost  of 
holies. 

irice  controls  were  removed.  Prices 
of  hdtees  soared  skyward.  The  veteran 
makingtk$40  or  $50  a  week  had  a  fine 
selection^  homes — jerry  built  cracker- 
boxes — that  he  could  buy  for  from  eight, 
or  nine,  or  Tim  thousand  dollars. 

That  was  tlm  lower  costs,  that  the  real 
estate  lobby  pteimised.  But  the  real 
estate  lobby  is  noWiuch  interested  in  the 
people  who  do  no^iave  seven  or  eight 
thousand  dollars  ly\g  around  in  loose 
cash. 

The  real  estate  lobby’^cromise  to  solve 
the  housing  problem  if  goternmfent  con¬ 
trols  were  removed  standlttoday  as  a 
cruel  mockery  to  the  homelesfcveteran — 
as  cruel  as  its  repeated  statements  that 
there  is  no  housing  shortage. 

Yes,  the  real  estate  lobby  actually 
makes  that  argument.  They  say  theke  is 
no  housing  shortage.  They  say  it  is  j^t 
overconsumption  of  existing  space.  Loc 
what  we  are  doing  now?  Have  you  seen* 
the  figures  for  June  1947? 

The  real  estate  lobby  has  a  simple  solu¬ 
tion  to  this  so-called  overconsumption 


regarding  death  statutes  arid  decisic 
later  concurred  in  the  anendnent 
to  the  President.* 


-  -j*,  . 


•am  Mass*  (p*  10472}*  The  House 
Is  hill  will  now  "be  sent 


63 .  RURAl.  ELECTRIF I CATION. •  Sen.  Danger,  N.  Dak.  ,  inserted  a  "letter  to  the  farne5 
.  ‘criticizing  cuts  in  the  REA  estimates  (p.  1050Q) •  r 
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69*  WOOL-PRICE  SUPPORTS*  Passed  without  anendnent  S.  1493,  to  provide  . for  price 

supports  on  wool  (pp*  10529*“39)*  This  hill  will  now  he  sent  to  the  President. 
Rejected  an  anendnent  hy  Rep.  Her  ter.  Mass.,  to  provide  for -support  at  9'0$  of 
parity  rather  than  the  1946  level  (p*  10537)"  Rejected,  64-123,  a  notion  hy 
Rea*  Herter  to  reconnit  the  hill  with  instructions  to  insert  this  anendnent 

.  (P;  10539).  .  . 

- -  — — - — - — - ammmm 


. . . . mi  im* nut,  r  11  m  1  mrwwn* 


70*  GARBAGE  IMPORTATlOlT*  Concurred  in. the  Senate  anendnent s  to  H*  R,  597s  to  regu¬ 
late  the  inportation  and  depositing  of  garbage  (pp.  10521,  10453)*  This  hill 
will  now  he' sent  to' the  President*  ‘  .  . 


•>  • 


71*  FARM  TRAINING.  Concurred  in  the  Senate  anendnent s  to  H.  R*  2131,  to  liberajuze 
t^Vfarn-trnining  provision^  of  the  Servicenen1 s  Read  jus  tneni  Aot-Xp*  lQ^pl). 


This  hill  will'  now  he  sent  to  the  President, 


rr.  r 


72*  HOUSING  I  INSTIGATION*  Refused  to  concur  in  the  Sena.te  anendirfent  p5  H.  Con*  Res, 
104/  providing  for  a  joint  investigation  of.  housing  (pr.  lQ550)j^hater- -the 
Senate  receded  fron  its’  anendnent  (p*  1050l),  ‘ 


73*  AUDITS.  Agreed,  without  anendnent,  to  H.  Res.  352,  provl£?rg  for  the  printing 
of  GAO  audit  reports  as  H.  docunenfcs  during  recess  (l^l0597)* 

74.  WAR  DEPARTMENT  CIVIL  APPROPRIATION  DILL.  Doth  Hoy^s  agreed  to  the  conference 
report  on  H.  R.  400  2  (pp*  iQ56o— 3,  1063l“5)*  Jpms  hill  will  now  he  sent  to  the 
President  .  During  dehate  on^&is.  conferonce^report ,  Sen,... Taylor,  Idaho,  dis-  ^ 
cussed  his  previous  statenents, 'and  statcn^hts  hy  the  Forest  Service,  regarding 
depoletion  of  forest .  resources  (ppfvLO^J^) . 


75*  APPROPRIATIONS*  Rep*  Dirksen,  Ill.  y'coN  ended  the  efforts  of  Chairnan  Taber  of 
the  Appropriations  Connittee  regpjcmng  appropriation  natters  (p*  10535)* 


76.  AGRICULTURE  COMMITTEE*  Rep.jtfoss,  Pa*,  revi^  ^d  acconplishnents  of  this  Con¬ 
nittee  (p.  10536), 


76a. 


ADJOURNMENT,  ETC. 


Doth  Houses  agreed  to^djourn  until  Jan.  2,  1943,  or  3  days  aSEtar  being  recalled  hy 
the  President  pro  ten  of  the  Senate,  the  Speaker  of  the- House,  and  the  2  majority 
leaders,  acting  jointly.  Doth  Houses  also  passed  without  anendncufefc  S.  J.  Res.  156, 
to  provide  thaV'the  second  regular  session  of  the  30th  Congress  begWJan.  6,  1943, 
(pp.  10599, Jtff601»  10642-3,  10649.)  The  Senate  was  still  in  session  «?bj.y  27  when 
the  Congressional  Record  went  to  press,  and  its  continued  proceedings  wi*UL  he  in¬ 
cluded  >h  the  next  issue  of  the  Record..  The  Joint  Connittee  on  Printing  ahijpunced 
that  tffe  last  issue  of  the  Congressional  Record . for  the  . fir st  session  will  b 
printed  not  later  than  Aug.  15,  1947  (p*  10455)* 

Dills  upon  which  final  action  was  not  conpleted,  retain  their  present  statu 


at  the  beginning  of  the  next  session  and  do  not  need  to  he  re-introduced. 


i 
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i  Mr.  SHAFER  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  statement  by  Rob¬ 
ert  Hutchinson. 

Mr\  HQB'FMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permi^ion  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
RECCRD>in  five  instances  and  include  cer¬ 
tain  extraneous  matter. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  gWen  permission  to  extend  her 
remarks  in\the  Record  on  several  sub¬ 
jects. 

Mr.  JONEsVif  Washington  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  reso¬ 
lution  passed  by\he  City  Council  of  Se¬ 
attle,  Wash. 

Mr.  RILEY  askeJl  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  \ais  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mrs.  SMITH  of  Maine  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  exBend  her  remarks 
in  the  Record  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  yesterday  I  rAeived  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  extend  m\  remarks  in 
the  Record  but  failed  to  include  in  my 
request  that  I  be  permitted  \to  include 
some  extraneous  matter.  I  a\c  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  I  may  be  permitted  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  that 
article. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objectton  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

.  [The  matter  referred  to  will  appeaJ 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  to  extend  my  remarks  in 
the  Record  and  include  an  article  or 
the  situation  in  China.  I  am  informea 
by  the  Public  Printer  that  this  will  ex¬ 
ceed  two  pages  of  the  Record  and  /ll 
cost  approximately  $370,  but  I  ask  tfiat 
it  be  printed  notwithstanding  that /act. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objjftion, 
notwithstanding  the  cost,  the  extension 
may  be  made. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  \yfil  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  extend  nw  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Recoup  on  the  late 
Robert  J.  Watt. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  tflere  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ROBERT  J.  WATT 

Mr.  LANE.  Ry  Speaker,  I  arise  at 
this  time  to  pay  Tribute  to  a  man  whom 
I  consider  one  it  the  most  active,  most 
popular  and  cc^rful  personalities  on  the 
American  labor  scene;  a  man  of  unusual 
ability,  sounp  judgment,  a  fine  citizen, 
and  a  great/friend. 

We  learyed  on  yesterday  with  deepest 
regret  thtr passing  of  Robert  J.  Watt,  a 
noted  American  labor  leader  and  a 
former  jftiember  of  our  War  Labor  Board, 
as  he/was  returning  from  labor  con¬ 
ferences  overseas.  We  remember  him 
as  thfe  champion  in  the  labor  movement 
her^  in  the  United  States,  representing 
us  abroad  in  labor  conferences,  and  for 
fat  fact  alone,  a  grateful  Nation 
lourns  his  passing. 


Mr.  Vj/att,  an  international  represent 
ative  of  the  American  Federation  Jot 
Labor,  was  returning  with  his  wife/on 
the  liner  Saturnia,  from  the  Inte/na- 
tional  Labor  Conferences  at  Geneva, 
when  the  hand  of  fate  reached  jn  and 
took  him  from  us. 

Robert  J.  Watt,  born  in  Scotla/d,  came 
to  our  shores  in  1912,  and  made/his  home 
in  my  city  of  Lawrence,  Ma^p.  Within 
a  few  short  years  he  startedyfcn  his  long 
and  successful  career  as  aryardent  sup¬ 
porter  of  labor  and  legislation  beneficial 
to  the  laboring  class.  A / a  member  of 
the  building  trades  organization,  follow¬ 
ing  his  occupation  as  a/painter,  he  was 
soon  elected  preseiden/  of  the  Lawrence 
Central  Labor  Union,/f  Lawrence,  Mass. 
Within  a  short  periofl  of  time  due  to  his 
close  association  w/h  the  workingman, 
his  sincerity,  his  Ability,  and  the  fact 
that  he  was  ary  untiring  worker  and 
organizer  and  simdent  of  labor  legisla¬ 
tion,  he  was  elated  secretary-treasurer 
of  the  Massarfiusetts  State  Federation 
of  Labor.  H (/continued  in  that  capacity 
and  remained  with  that  organization 
until  his  appointment  os  the  interna¬ 
tional  representative  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  in  1936. 

Since  /hat  time  he  has  been  located 
here  inr  the  headquarters  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  and  has  appeared  on 
coun/ess  occasions  before  committees  of 
Con/ress  in  the  interest  of  American 
lal 

le  was  honored  by  our  late  President 
Fanklin  Delano  Roosevelt  on  appoint- 
lent  as  a  member  of  his  Labor  Com- 
lission  to  England  and  Sweden  in  1938 
&nd  served  as  delegate  to  the  Interna- 
mal  Labor  Conferences  at  Paris  and 
Ganeva  and  in  that  position  has  repre- 
serwed  labor  abroad  on  several  occa- 
siorA 

HeVas  beloved  through  all  of  his  long 
and  successful  career  by  the  humble, 
hard-w\rking  men  and  women,  not  only 
of  Massachusetts,  but  the  entire  United 
States.  l|e  came  up  from  the  people 
and  never\ost  his  touch  with  them. 

The  loyaVy  he  inspired  is  measured 
by  the  wide;Xread  grief  that  attends  his 
passing.  In^ae  hearts  of  all  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  American  Federation  of  La¬ 
bor  and  other  lltoor  organizations,  there 
is  a  feeling  of  sadness  and  bereavement. 
As  a  member  of  \he  War  Labor  Board 
and  the  Wage  Stabilization  Board,  and 
in  the  deliberation  >pf  those  bodies,  he 
served  with  intelligence,  with  energy, 
and  devotion. 

Bobby  Watt  will  liveVn,  cherished  in 
the  hearts  of  those  whcAcnew  him,  and 
I  know  that  I  join  with  ctountless  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  Congress  in  extending  our 
.sincere  and  deepest  sympathy  to  Mrs. 
Robert  J.  Watt,  and  the  menders  of  her 
immediate  family. 

ELECTION  CONTESTS' 

Mr.  GAMBLE.  Mr.  Speaker, 
tion .  of  the  Committee  on  Hoi 
ministration,  I  offer  a  resolution 
345)  and  ask  for  its  immediate  col 
eration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  the  election  contest  of  Har¬ 
old  C.  Woodward,  contestant  against  Thomas 
J.  O’Brien,  contestee,  Sixth  Congressional 
District  of  Illinois,  be  dismissed,  and  that 


the  said  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  is  entitled  to 
seat  as  a  Representative  of  said  district/ 
State;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  election  contest  of 
Frederick  M.  Roberts,  contestant,  against 
Helen  Gahagan  Douglas,  contestee.  Four¬ 
teenth  Congressional  District/of  California, 
be  dismissed  atad  that  the  s^rfa  Helen  Gaha¬ 
gan  Douglas  is  entitled  to Jokt  seat  as  a  Repre¬ 
sentative  of  said  *'>^istyCt  and  State;  and 
be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  ths^lS^tion  contest  of  Law¬ 
rence  Michael,  contestant  against  Howard 
W.  Smith,  coiittstee,  Eighth  Congressional 
District  of  ttjre  State  of  Viwunia,  be  dis¬ 
missed,  an^ohat  the  said  HowSto  W.  Smith 
is  entitle^to  his  seat  as  a  Representative  of 
said 

fe  resolution  was  agreed  to. 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  t? 

Eftbje., 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  Tesolve  itself  into  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  for  the  further  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (S.  1498)  to  provide  sup¬ 
port  for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  S.  1498,  with 
Mr.  Jenkins  of  Ohio  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  Com¬ 
mittee  rose  yesterday  the  first  section  of 
the  bill  had  been  read. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Herter:  Be¬ 
ginning  on  line  5,  page  1,  strike  out  the  words 
“at  the  price  it  supported  wool  in  1946’’ 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “at  a 
price  not  less  than  90  percent  of  parity.” 

Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment,  in  effect,  places  wool  in  the 
same  category  as  all  the  Steagall  amend¬ 
ment  commodities  on  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  had  established  support  prices. 
It  does  not  say  that  the  support  price 
must  be  90  percent  of  parity,  but  it  al¬ 
lows  the  same  discretion  as  is  allowed  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  with  respect 
to  every  other  agricultural  commodity 
for  which  legislation  has  been  passed. 

May  I  point  out,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
insofar  as  I  know  the  House  has  not 
placed  a  fixed  price  during  the  entire 
war  period  or  in  the  postwar  period  on 
a  single  commodity.  It  has  used  the 
parity  formula  in  the  case  of  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities.  Even  in  the  bill  that 
passed  only  a  few  days  ago,  dealing  with 
certain  critical  metals,  we  did  not  put 
a  fixed  price  in  the  bill.  We  provided 
for  a  maximum  price  and  allowed  dis¬ 
cretion  in  a  special  board  to  put  en  cer¬ 
tain  metals  and  minerals  a  price  up  to 
that  maximum.  But  there  was  no  fixed 
price  set.  Here,  sir,  in  this  bill  we  are 
setting  an  entirely  new  precedent  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  Congress. 

We  are  saying  that  the  Government 
must  put  a  given  fixed  price  on  a  com¬ 
modity  and  that  that  fixed  price  must 
remain  in  effect  for  a  period  of  2  years, 
regardless  of  anything  that  may  happen 
to  our  economy.  If  that  precedent  is 
established,  I  think  you  will  see  that  in 
the  years  to  come  we  are  going  to  have 


10530  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  July  26 

%  •*  * 


commodity  after  commodity  doming  be¬ 
fore  us  not  asking  for  a  price  on  any  given 
formula  in  relation  to  other  commodi- 
tiess  but  asking  for  a  price  or  figure 
which  the  manufacturers  or  producers 
of  that  commodity  feel  will  give  to  them 
a  fair  return  and  profit.  We  will  then 
be  in  the  business  of  price-fixing  worse 
than  the  OPA. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HERTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I 
would  like  to  point  out  to  the  gentleman 
that  the  Administration  fixed  a  support- 
price  of  $6  a  bushel  for  flax,  which  is 
considerably  higher,  a  dollar  or  more  per 
bushel,  than  the  formula  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  proposing. 

Mr.  HERTER.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
gentleman,  but  that  is  not  what  I  am 
talking  about.  The  Administration,  un¬ 
der  its  discretionary  power,’ fixed  that 
price.  It  was  not  the  Congress  that 
fixed  that  price.  When  the  Congress  be¬ 
gins  to  fix  prices  we  are  doing  exactly 
what  we  criticized  in  the  OPA,  and  we 
are  becoming  arbiters  as  to  what  price 
will  be  set.  We  are  not  leaving  any  dis¬ 
cretionary  power  to  allow  flexibility  and 
we  are  not  setting  up  criteria. 

Mr.  HAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HERTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAND.  If  we  do  not  adopt  the 
gentleman’s  amendment  -pfe  will  be  sin-  \ 
gling  out  this  one  small  industry  and  ' 
giving  it  special  benefit. 

Mr.  HERTER.  That  is  quite  true. 
We  will  be  singling  out  one  particular 
industry  and  giving  it  treatment  such 
as  I  hope  we  will  never  give  to  any  other 
commodity.  It  seems  to  me  that  when 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  as  a 
board  of  directors,  tries  to  fix  irrevoca¬ 
ble  prices  on  commodities,  we  have  bit¬ 
ten  off  a  great  deal  more  than  we  can 
chew  We  have  started  a  precedent  that 
will  be  of  utmost  danger  to  our  future 
economy. 

Finally,  may  I  say  this  in  connection 
with  this  amendment:  It  has  been  my 
hope  throughout  that  wool  could  con¬ 
tinue  to  move  in  open  markets  as  a  free 
commodity.  Today  all  the  better  grades 
are  moving  and  moving  rapidly.  They 
are  moving  at  prices  considerably  above 
this  fixed  price.  However,  the  poorer 
grades,  if  we  do  not  adopt  this  fixed 
price,  will  begin  to  move  rapidly,  and 
even  they  may  move  above  this  support 
price.  I  hope  it  will  be  no  longer  neces¬ 
sary  for  our  Government  to  remain  in 
the  business  of  purchasing  the  entire 
output  of  a  given  commodity  and  selling 
it  at  a  loss  at  the  taxpayer’s  expense. 

May  I  say  this : ,  There  is  no  question 
in  my  mind  but  what,  if  this  bill  is  passed, 
we  may  see  some  tariff  changes.  I  am 
not  going  to  argue  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  changes  in  the  tariff,  but  I  do  want 
to  point  out  the  economic  consequences 
should  the  tariff  be  changed.  In  this 
bill  we  are  taking  out  an  unlimited  com¬ 
mitment,  insofar  as  the  taxpayer  is 
concerned.  In  the  event  the  Geneva 
Conference  should  lower  the  tariff,  it  will 
cost  the  taxapyer  twice  the  sum  that 
we  may  expect  to  be  involved.  In  the 
first  place,  we  would  lose  the  revenue 
from  the  tariff.  In  the  second  place,  we 


would  have  to  make  up  the  difference  by 
a  subsidy  for  our  producers  in  this  coun¬ 
try. 

I  hope,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  this 
amendment  will  be  adopted.  I  realize 
that  the  hour  is  late,  but  I  can  assure 
you  I  have  had  no  hand  in  delaying  this 
bill  so  that  it  would  come  to  us  at  the 
last  moment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Herter]  has  expired. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
three  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Utah? 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall  not 
object  in  this  case,  but  we  have  a  great 
many  bills  affecting  the  armed  services 
and  I  shall  be  compelled  to  object  to  any¬ 
one  else  asking  to  proceed  additional 
time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Utah  [Mr.  Granger]? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  GRANGER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  GRANGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  of 
course,  if  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  kill  this  bill,  I  think  the  way 
to  do  it  would  be  to  adopt  this  amend¬ 
ment.  We  are  in  the  closing  days  of 
this  session,  and  very  likely  the  House 
would  adjourn  before  a  conference  could 
be  had  on  this  bill. 

I  want  to  express  my  appreciation  to 
the  majority  leadership  for  allowing  this 
bill  to  come  before  the  Congress  at  this 
time. 

I  think  they  could  have  said,  with 
some  justification,  that  we  have  had  our 
day  in  court  and  that  we  could  shift  for 
ourselves  from  here  on.  I  appreciate 
their  allowing  the  bill  to  come  up,  and 
I  am  sure  many  people  feel  as  I  do.  In 
all  my  experience  I  have  never  seen  a 
piece  of  legislation  that  has  been  so 
misrepresented  to  the  American  people. 
I  have  read  editorials  and  comments  on 
this  legislation  but  have  not  seen  one 
yet  that  really  told  the  facts  about  this 
legislation. 

In  my  judgment  the  original  legisla¬ 
tion  we  passed  that  was  vetoed  was  ab¬ 
solutely  consistent  with  our  agricultural 
policy  and  was  not  inconsistent  with  our 
foreign  policy;  but  that  it  water  over 
the  dam,  and  we  have  a  practical  situa¬ 
tion  here  today. 

If  we  adopt  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  we 
will  kick  the  props  out  from  under  this 
legislation  for  which  we  have  been  con¬ 
tending  from  the  very  beginning.  When 
this  legislation  was  first  introduced  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  wool  growers,  and 
I  think  they  had  the  support  of  'the 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  to  give  wool 
a  fair  parity  with  other  farm  commodi¬ 
ties.  It  is  conceded  that  it  does  not. 
The  original  bill  was  intended  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  comparable  price  for  wool  and  put 
wo«J  on  a  parity  with  other  agricultural 
commodities.  If  that  had  been  accom¬ 


plished,  of  course,  we  would  agree  with 
the  gentleman  from  Massachussetts  that 
we  were  entitled  to  only  90  percent  of 
parity.  That  is  all  the  other  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  now  have. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GRANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not 
also  true  that  the  wool  people  were 
frozen,  that  they  did  not  enjoy  the  ex¬ 
panded  price  that  many  other  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  enjoy  because  the 
price  of  wool  has  been  frozen  all  during 
this  period? 

Mr.  GRANGER.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  for  his  contribution.  Wool  was 
put  under  the  OPA,  and  the  price  we  are 
fixing  here  is  still  an  OPA  price. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GRANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
if  my  amendment  were  adapted  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  branch  of  the  Government 
as  represented  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  through  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  would  fix  the  price  of  wool  at 
exactly  the  point  the  gentleman  says  it 
ought  to  be  fixed  at  in  comparison  with 
other  commodities? 

Mr.  GRANGER.  I  think  perhaps  so, 
but  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  wanted 
some  affirmative  legislation  on  this  sub¬ 
ject,  and  this  is  what  we  are  trying  to 
do  for  them. 

We  have  had  all  kinds  of  arguments 
that  wool  was  just  a  byproduct  of  the 
sheep  industry.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
about  47  percent  of  the  revenue,  of  the 
sheep  industry  comes  from  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  wool.  It  is  an  essential  part  of 
the  industry  and  it  i3  essential  to  have 
this  industry  in  our  country  so  that  we 
can  meet  any  emergency  that  can  arise. 

Let  me  say  to  those  people  who  speak 
of  the  consumers,  that  if  the  day  ever 
comes  that  we  have  to  depend  entirely 
upon  wool  and  lambs  being  brought  in 
from  afar  then  we  shall  have  to  pay  con¬ 
siderably  more  than  we  have  ever  paid 
under  our  own  local  production. 

Despite  what  has  been  said,  this  indus¬ 
try  is  a  sick  industry.  Never  in  all  my 
experience  has  it  been  a  prosperous  in¬ 
dustry.  They  have  had  some  good  years 
but  most  of  the  time  they  have  been  just 
hanging  on  through  bad  years.  Most  of 
the  years  have  been  bad.  I  hope  this 
Congress  is  not  going  to  listen  to  that 
group  of  people  who  are  opposed  to  this 
legislation  who  are  on  the  pricing  end  of 
it,  the  people  who  have  made  the  money 
out  of  the  industry,  and  who  have  con¬ 
sistently  opposed  this  legislation. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GRANGER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Is  it  not 
true  that  the  adoption  of  this  particular 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  would  in  effect  kill 
the  bill  at  this  late  hour? 

Mr.  GRANGER.  Absolutely;  there  is 
no  question  about  it. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield?  * 

Mr.  GRANGER.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Michigan. 


f 
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Mr.  DONDERO.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  about  30  percent  of  this  industry  has 
already  disappeared  from  the  American 
scene? 

Mr.’  GRANGER.  Yes;  it  has.  The 
sheep  industry  is  lower  in  number  than 
it  has  been  in  the  last  50  years. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GRANGER.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  In  1870  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  this  country  was  40,000,000.  To¬ 
day  it  is  142,000,000.  There  are  less 
sheep  in  the  country  today  than  there 
were  then.  I  can  understand  why  a  man 
who  wants  to  take  wool  and  put  the  wool 
into  blankets  or  cloth  is  against  this 
roposition  because  he  would  get  his  wool 
cents  cheaper  if  this  bill  does  not  pass. 
We  are  all  human.  But  instead  of  hav¬ 
ing  a  dead  sheep  industry,  I  want  a  live 
one,  an  American  one  that  will  continue 
to  exist. 

Mi-.  GRANGER.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  for  his  contribution.  I  may  say  in 
that  connection  also  that  should  this 
amendment  be  adopted  it  could  readily 
have  the  effect,  and  I  believe  it  would 
have  the  effect,  of  reducing  the  price  of 
wool  at  least  4  or  5  cents  a  pound.  We 
are  dealing  now  with  an  industry  that 
cannot  stand  any  more  price  reduction. 

In  further  reply  to  what  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts  said  there  may 
be  some  discussion  of  a  reduction  in  the 
tariff.  If  we  pass  this  amendment,  it 
would  have  the  opposite  effect.  To  re¬ 
ject  the  amendment  and  pass  this  bill 
would  be  a  warning  to  those  people  who 
are  discussing  these  things  at  Geneva 
that  we  need  some  protection  and  that 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  has 
said  so.  I  hope  it  will  have  the  effect  of 
discouraging  a  lowering  of  the  tariff  at 
the  present  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Utah  has  expired. 

(Mr.  GRANGER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  DAVIS  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

'Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  this  opportunity 
to  state  to  the  Members  that  Mr.  W.  H. 
McGinnis,  of  route  2,  Decatur,  Ga.,  has 
sent  a  shipment  of  splendid  Georgia 
peaches  for  distribution  to  the  member¬ 
ship  of  the  House.  I  have  had  them 
placed  in  each  of  the  cloakrooms  and 
invite  you  to  help  yourselves. 

Mr.  McGinnis  is  a  World  War  II  vet¬ 
eran;  he  is  the  son-in-law  of  Rev.  W.  M. 
Anderson,  of  De  Kalb  County,  one  of 
our  fine  farmers  and  peach  growers. 
May  I  say  on  behalf  of  Mr.  McGinnis,  the 
citizens  of  the  Fifth  District  of  Georgia 
and  myself,  that  we  wish  for  you  on  this 
closing  day  of  the  session  a  safe  trip 
home  and  a  pleasant  vacation  and  ex¬ 
press  the  hope  that  this  fine  fruit  will 
enable  each  Congressman  to  wind  up  his 
stay  here  with  a  good  taste  in  his  mouth. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,-  Mr.  McGinnis  sent 
peaches  here  so  you  will  have  a  good 
bite  at  lunch  time,  but  if  you  adopt  this 
wool  bill  as  it  is  presented  to  us  here 


today  you  will  be  pulling  the  wool  over 
the  eyes  of  the  American  people. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
should  be  adopted  for  the  reason  that 
all  other  agricultural  commodities  have 
been  guaranteed  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  at  90  percent  of  parity.  This  bill 
as  it  is  presented  to" us  without  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  gives  the  wool  growers 
of  this  country  the  highest  price  that 
has  been  paid  for  wool  in  27  years.  It 
guarantees  that  price,  which  is  the  price 
that  we  had  last  year. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is,  the  reason 
we  have  a  shortage  of  sheep  in  this  coun¬ 
try  is  because  of  the  high  price  received 
for  lambs  that  the  farmers  have  been 
marketing.  The  high  lamb  prices  is  the 
reason  we  do  not  have  the  great  number 
of  sheep.  Understand,  I  want  the  farm¬ 
ers  and  the  sheep  industry  of  this  coun¬ 
try  to  prosper;  nobody  would  be  bene¬ 
fited  more  than  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  and  I  would  not  do  anything  to  see 
them  go  out  of  business  if  I  could  prevent 
it;  that  is  the  reason  I  am  fighting 
against  this  bill,  I  want  to  do  it  in  the 
^American  way.  V  If  we  had  a  tariff  of  10 
cents  more  than  we  do  now  you  would 
not  need  this  bill,  and  the  sheep  growers 
in  this  country  would  not  want  it.  They 
would  not  be  after  this  legislation.  But 
.  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  today  the 
State  Department  and  the  President  are 
interested  in  cutting  the  35-cent  duty  on 
scoured  import  wools  down  to  we  know 
not  what,  and  we  are  raising  the  price  of 
wool  at  the  highest  price  we  have  had 
in  27  years,  and  we  expect  the  Treasury 
to  make  up  the  difference.  If  there  is 
any  sense  in  that  then  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  business,  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  how  to  take  care  of 
the  American  people,  and  I  think  it  is 
absolutely  the  wrong  thing  to  do.  We 
should  not  pass  this  legislation.  If  the 
President  and  the  State  Department  cut 
the  tariff  down  on  this  commodity,  we 
know  who  is  responsible  for  it.  It  is  the 
Chief  Executive  and  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  if  they  are  going,  to  ruin  all 
the  business  in  this  country,  as  will  ulti¬ 
mately  come — and  I  stake  anything  I 
have  on  that  in  any  statement  I  make — 
eventually  the  competition  in  foreign 
countries  will  do  away  with  our  high 
standard  of  living  in  America,  and  that 
is  just  what  you  are  faced  with,  and  you 
are  going  to  see  it  happen  inside  of  3  or  4 
years.  It  is  a  calamity  to  America  when 
it  happens. 

The  greatest  woolen  industry  outside 
of  the  American  Woolen  Co.  in  this  coun¬ 
try  is  the  Forstman  Co.,  in  New  Jersey. 
That  company  started  by  German  people 
coming  over  here  and  building  a  plant 
in  this  country,  because  we  had  a  tariff 
that  protected  the  American  wdolen  in¬ 
dustry.  They  made  the  fabric  here  and 
employed  American  labor.  Previous  to 
that  they-manufactured  stuff  in  foreign 
countries  and  employed  foreign  labor 
and  brought  the  fabrics  over  here.  The 
tariff  on  woolens  caused  them  to  come 
over  here  and  build  their  woolen  mills. 
It  did  a  great  good  for  our  country. 
We  gave  employment  here  to  our  Amer¬ 
ican  people. 


Now  what  will  happen?  Those  people 
will  go  back  to  Germany  and  employ 
people  there,  or  in  some  other  foreign 
country,  and  the  American  worker  and 
the  American  manufacturer  will  not  be 
in  business.  I  am  not  talking  because  I 
am  directly  interested  in  it.  I  can  see 
the  difficulty  we  are  going  to  have  with 
all  American  industries — everything.  I 
stand  before  you  and  before  my  people 
as  a  protectionist  for  the  American  in¬ 
dustry,  American  labor,  and  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people,  and  the  only  way  you  are 
ever  going  to  have  a  successful  America 
and  the  thing  that  made  this  country 
great  is  to  keep  this  tariff.  It  made 
America  great,  it  encouraged  industry 
and  agriculture,  and  it  raised  the  stand¬ 
ard  of  living  to  the  highest  of  any  na- 
tion  of  the  world.  Now  you  permit  the  ® 
Democratic  President  and  the  State  De¬ 
partment  to  tear  it  down,  to  wreck  our 
economy.  Stop  it.  Republicans,  wake 
up  and  protect  America  from  the  New 
Dealers  before  it  is  too  late. 

Vote  for  the  Herter  amendment. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  of  course,  everybody 
who  knows  anything  about  American  ag¬ 
riculture  and  American  business  knows 
that  our  reciprocal  trade  arrangements 
saved  both  of  them.  Some  people  are  so 
archaic  in  their  thinking  that  they  still 
talk  in  the  days  of  40  and  50  years  ago 
about  world  trade  and  world  commerce. 

I  think  that  90  percent  of  the  member¬ 
ship  of  this  House  believes  that  the 
United  States  of  America  should  have  a 
wool  industry,  and  unless  we  have  sup¬ 
port  prices  in  times  like  these  we  are  not 
going  to  have  a  wool  industry.  We  con¬ 
sume  in  the  United  States  of  America  in 
normal  times  about  1,000,000,000  pounds 
of  wool.  We  produce  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  now  300,000,000  pounds.  If  it 
were  for  nothing  else  at  all  than  for  our 
own  self-protection,  for  our  own  national 
defense,  we  should  and  must  have  a  wool 
industry.  I  want  to  see  this  bill  pass.  I  / 
voted  against  the  one  that  passed  the 
House  and  was  vetoed  by  the  President. 

I  stated  then  that  if  we  would  go  along 
and  pass  the  bill  the  Senate  had  passed, 
we  would  have  wool  support.  Now,  in  the 
closing  hours  of  this  session,  if  this  bill  is 
amended  and  has  to  go  back  to  the  other 
body  for  concurrence  or  for  conference, 
in  my  opinion  we  will  have  no  wool-sup¬ 
port  legislation,  which  I  think  is  so  es¬ 
sential  to  the  wool  industry  and  to  the 
country  in  general.  Therefore,  I  trust 
that  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Massachusetts  will  not  be 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  if 
we  were  to  follow  the  philosophy  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House,  the  burden  on 
the  taxpayers  of  America,  that  is,  the 
consuming  public,  would  be  far  greater 
than  the  burden  upon  the  taxpayers  as 
provided  for  in  this  bill? 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Everybody  who  Is 
thinking  in  terms  of  modern  times  agrees 
to  that. 
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Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Wyoming? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  of 
course  I  am  in  favor  of  this  bill.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Texas, 
the  distinguished  minority  leader  [Mr. 
Rayburn],  that  if  we  adopt  this  amend¬ 
ment  or  any  other  amendment  it  will 
have  the  same  effect  as  voting  down  the 
bill. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Rich]  made  the  statement  that 
wool  is  higher  now  than  it  has  been  in  25 
9  years.  That  is  not  true.  It  has  been 
higher  during  several  years  in  the  twen¬ 
ties  than  it  is  now. 

Let  us  take  a  look  at  the  effect  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  HerterL  At 
the  outset  of  the  war  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  set  up  this  wool-purchase 
program.  Officials  of  that  Department 
promised  the  wool  growers  of  this  coun¬ 
try  *  that  the  program  would  continue 
during  the  war  and  for  2  years  there¬ 
after.  That  is  precisely  the  same  way 
that  other  farm  commodities  are  treated 
under  the  Steagall  amendment.  Under 
the  program  wool  was  purchased  at  the 
ceiling  price  established  by  OP  A  just  2 
days  after  Pearl  Harbor.  That  price  has 
not  changed  since  then,  and  under  this 
bill  the  same  price  will  be  paid  until  the 
end  of  next  year.  Because  of  the  fact 
that  the  Government  was  purchasing  the 
domestic  wool  the  price  was  not  in¬ 
creased,  although  the  costs  of  production 
increased  66  percent  during  the  war. 
Now  it  is  true  that  a  good  many  other 
farm  commodities  were  supported  on  the 
basis  of  90  percent  of  parity  or  even  over 

100  percent  of  parity,  but  bear  in  mind 
that  every  one  of  those  commodities  were 
granted  substantial  increases  in  prices 
during  the  war,  while  wool  received  no 
increase  whatsoever.  The  average  in¬ 
crease  granted  24  principal  farm  com¬ 
modities  during  the  war  was  94  percent. 
I  might  mention  a  few  increases:  Rye, 
233  percent;  corn,  144  percent;  cotton, 

101  percent;  peanuts,  100  percent;  and 
hay,  94  percent. 

Now.  as  I  have  pointed  out,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  all  of  these  other  farm  commodities 
that  have  been  supported  on  the  basis  of 
a  percentage  of  parity  enjoyed  substan¬ 
tial  increases  all  during  the  ^ar,  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  price  of  wool  re¬ 
mained  fixed,  and  that  is  why  it  is  so  un¬ 
fair  to  change  the  rules  of  the  game  now, 
as  proposed  by  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Herter],  and  put  wool  on  a  percentage 
of  parity.  Obviously,  the  amendment  of 
.  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  is 
wholly  unfair  and  inequitable  to  the 
great  wool  industry  of  this  country. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  here  to 
represent  the  interests  of  the  people  of 
our  States  and  the  Nation  as  a  whole. 
Wyoming  is  second  in  wool  production 
in  this  country.  Texas  and  the  West 
produce  the  great  bulk  of  our  domestic 
wool.  Our  only  market  for  wool  is  right 
here  in  America.  Practically  all  of  our 


wool  is  sold  to  dealers  in  Massachusetts 
and  Pennsylvania.  Of  course,  this  coun¬ 
try  is  also  the  best  market  for  growers 
in  Australia,  New  Zealand,  South  Africa, 
and  South  America.  Now  bear  this  in 
mind — about  70  percent  of  the  wool  deal¬ 
ers  in  Massachusetts  and  Pennsylvania 
deal  exclusively  in  foreign  wool,  and, 
quite  naturally,  the^are  concerned  with 
the  interests  of  the  foreign  producers. 
In  the  final  analysis,  that  is  the  conflict 
here  today.  We  in  the  West  are  trying 
to  protect  the  interests  of  the  wool  grow¬ 
ers  of  this  country  as  against  the  foreign 
producer.  Last  year,  while  over  a  billion 
pounds  of  wool  were  consumed  in  this 
country,  yet  the  fact  remains  that  819,- 
000,000  pounds  of  foreign  wool  was  im¬ 
ported  into  this  country  during  the  same 
time.  Foreign  producers,  therefore,  got 
over  81  percent  of  our  market  last  year. 

Now  let  us  see  how  the  wool  growers 
of  this  country  got  into  this  predicament. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  the  wool 
industry  of  this  country  is  a  war  casualty. 
During  the  past  5  years,  we  produced 
in  this  country  2,071,762,000  pounds  of 
wool.  The  production  by  years  is  as 
follows: 


1942  . . .L _  459,  073,  000 

1943  _  449, 578, 000 

1944  _  418,  094,  000 

1945  _  387,017,000 

1946  _  358,  000,  000 


The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
purchased  all  of  this  wool.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  owns  and  holds  a  stock  pile  of 
wool  of  460,000,000  pounds  and,  conse¬ 
quently,  during  the  war  years,  we  were 
able  to  sell  only  1,600,000,000  pounds  of 
domestic  wool.  We  simply  could  not 
compete  with  the  cheap  foreign  pro¬ 
ducer  and  if  it  were  not  for  the  fact 
that  the  Army  and  Navy  required  domes¬ 
tic  wool  in  the  manufacture  of  military 
fabrics,  we  would  not  have  been  able  to 
have  sold  any  of  our  domestic  production. 

Now,  during  the  same  5  years  we  con¬ 
sumed  5,398,551,000  pounds  of  wool  in 
this  country.  Our  consumption  during 
those  years  was  as  follows: 

1942  - JL. _ _  1,  123,  094,  000 

1943  - -  1,  109,  140,  000 

1944  -  1,050,651,000 

1945  -  1,  053,  666,  000 

1946  . 1,062,000,000 

During  the  last  5  years  there  were 
3,530,989,000  pounds  of  wool  imported 
into  this  country.  The  imports  during 
those  years  were  as  follows: 

1942  -  782, 647, 000 

1943  -  642,  887,  000 

1944  - - - -  582,  168,  000 

1945  - -  704,  034,  000 

1946  . . . .  819,  253,  000 

Now  then,  we  consumed  over  5,000,- 
000,000  pounds  of  wool  in  this  coun¬ 
try  during  the  last  5  years  and  we 
produced  2,000,000,000  pounds  of  wool 
but  were  able  to  sell  in  our  own  market 
only  one  billion  and  a  half  pounds  of 
wool  and  that  is  why  we  have  a  stock 
pile  of  nearly  one-half  a  billion  pounds 
of  wool  at  the  present  time,  which  stock 
pile  represents  a  distinct  threat  to  the 
American  wool  producer  and,  if  this  bill 
is  not  passed,  will  mean  the  eventual 
liquidation  of  that  great  industry.  The 
fact  remains  that  while  we  consumed 
5,000,000,000  pounds  of  wool  in  this 


country  during  the  last  5  years,  foreign 
producers  supplied  3,500,000,000  pounds 
of  that  wool  or  65  percent  of  the  total. 
With  our  high  cost  of  production  here 
at  home,  we  simply  cannot  compete  with 
the  low-cost  producers  abroad  and  un¬ 
less  we  have  this  bill,  the  wool  indus¬ 
try  of  this  country  faces  complete 
liquidation. 

Now  during  the  last  5  years,  the  3,500,- 
000,000  pounds  of  foreign  wool  that  was 
brought  into  this  country  paid  tariff 
duties  into  the  Treasury  amounting  to 
$604,600,000.  So  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  has  benefited  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  over  $600,000,000  because  of  the 
very  imports  that  are  causing  all  of  the 
difficulties  of  the  American  wool  pro¬ 
ducers  today.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is 
that  the  total  tariff  paid  on  all  imports 
of  every  kind  and  character  including 
wool  during  the  same  5  years  amounted 
to  $1,919,600,000  and  therefore  the 
tariff  on  wool  amounts  to  about  one-third 
of  all  the  duties  paid  during  that  time. 

Under  the  law  30  percent  of  the  tariff 
receipts  are  used  to  support  farm  com¬ 
modities  under  section  32  of  the  AAA 
Act.  And  so,  during  the  last  5  years, 
$181,100,000  of  the  receipts  from  the 
tariff  paid  on  foreign  wool  imported  into 
this  country  has  been  used  to  support 
farm  commodities.  The  following  is  a 
list  of  all  duties  paid  during  the  past 
5  years,  including  the  duties  on  wool 
imports  during  that  period: 


Year 

/ 

Duties  on 
all  duti¬ 
able  im¬ 
ports 

Total  see. 
32  funds 
(30  per¬ 
cent) 

Duties  on 
wool  im¬ 
ports 

Sec.  32 
fund  from 
wool  (30 
percent) 

1942.. . 

1943.. . 

1944.. . 

1945.. . 

1946.. . 

$320, 100, 000 
392, 300, 000 
347,  300, 000 
378,  760, 000 
481,  200, 000 

$97, 000, 000 
119, 000, 000 
114, 300, 000 
118, 100, 000 
148,  000,  000 

$99, 400, 000 
126, 900, 000 
107,  300, 000 
128,  800,  000 
142,  200,  000 

$29, 800, 000 
38,  000,  000 
32, 100,  000 
38,  600,  000 
42,  600,  000 

Total. 

5-year 

av_. 

1,919,600,000 

383, 920, 000 

596,  400, 000 

119,280,000 

604,  600, 000 

120,  920, 000 

181, 100,  000 

36,  220,  000 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  during 
the  last  5  years  over  $181,000,000  from 
the  tariff  receipts  on  imported  wool  into 
this  country  was  set  over  to  support  agri¬ 
cultural  commodities,  yet  not  1  cent  of 
that  fund  has  been  used  to  support  wool 
in  any  way,  shape,  or  form.  Last  year, 
over  $20,000,000  was  used  for  the  benefit 
of  the  cotton  industry.  Millions  were 
spent  for  the  support  of  other  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities,  but  none  of  these 
funds  have  been  used  to  support  wool. 
Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view  of  the- fact 
that  the  Government  received  over  $600,- 
000,000  from  the  tariff  on  wool,  it  seems 
strange  to  me  that  anyone  would  object 
to  spending  a  few  million  dollars  to  sup¬ 
port  the  wool  industry  when  it  is  so  clear¬ 
ly  shown  that  it  is  these  tremendous 
foreign  imports  that  are  causing  our 
trouble  today. 

Now  it  is  true,  as  was  pointed  out  yes¬ 
terday,  by  the  gentleman  from  Kansas, 
that  there  is  a  better  demand  at  the 
present  time  for  long-staple,  fine  wools 
of  a  high  shrink,  and  that  the  market  on 
that  grade  of  wool  is  a  cent  or  two  higher 
than  the  support  price  under  this  bill. 
That  has  been  occasioned  by  the  fact 
that  England  is  taking  all  of  that  type 
of  wool  from  its  Dominions  and,  conse- 
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quently,  our  own  mills  are  required  to 
purchase  our  fine  wools.  The  fact  re¬ 
mains  that  the  only  wools  that  are  being 
purchased  at  the  present  time  are  the 
cream  of  the  crop.  They  are  the  most 
desirable  wools.  These  wools  represent 
roughly  about  25  percent  of  our  produc¬ 
tion  and  so  we  do  have  a  market  for 
about  75,000,000  out  of  the  300,000,000 
pounds  of  wool  that  we  produce  in  this 
country.  These  wools  are  used  for  wor¬ 
steds  and  serge  textiles,  but  the  fact  re¬ 
mains  that  we  have  no  market  at  all  for 
the  other  225,000,000  pounds  of  our  do¬ 
mestic  wool,  most  of  which  is  of  the 
coarser  grades  and  goes  into  woolens. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  pointed  out 
that  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
has  benefited  because  of  the  predicament 
of  the  domestic  wool  producer  and  by 
virtue  of  the  tremendous  imports  of  duty- 
paid  foreign  wool.  And  so,  it  seems  to 
me,  that  we  have  made  a  good  case  for 
the  support  of  our  wool  industry  even 
though  it  may  cost  a  few  million  dollars. 
But,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  there  be  no  mis¬ 
take  about  this.  The  wool  growers  of 
the  country  are  not  the  only  ones  con¬ 
cerned  with  this  bill.  The  Government 
has  a  stock  pile  of  460,000,000  pounds  of 
wool.  The  Government,  therefore,  is  in¬ 
terested  in  this  bill.  Under  the  law,  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  cannot 
sell  that  wool  at  less  than  parity.  They 
are  unable  to  sell  it  under  the  law  at  the 
present  time  and  this  bill  gives  them  the 
right  to  sell  that  wool  at  less  than  parity. 
At  the  present  time  there  is  a  tremendous 
demand  for  this  wool,  but  in  order  to  sell 
it,  the  law  must  be  changed  so  they  can 
sell  it  at  less  than  parity  and  in* com¬ 
petition  with  foreign  wools.  And  so, 
I  want  to  impress  upon  those  people 
who  are  concerned  with  losses  to  the 
Government  with  the  fact  that  unless 
this  bill  is  passed,  the  United  States 
will  be  unable  to  sell  its  stock  pile  of 
wool  and  they  will  be  required  to  hold 
it  in  storage.  If  this  bill  passes,  they 
can  sell  the  wool  at  a  loss  of  a  few  mil¬ 
lion  dollars,  but  if  the  bill  fails  to  pass, 
then  I  venture  the  prediction  that  the 
loss  to  the  Government  from  its  own 
stock  pile  will  run  up  from  twenty  to 
fifty  million  dollars. 

It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  that  the  conclusion  is  irresistible 
that  this  bill  should  be  passed  without 
amendment  in  order  to  protect,  first,  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  against 
loss  on  its  stock  pile  and,  second,  to  give 
the  wool  growers  of  this  country  the 
measure  of  protection  that  they  are  just¬ 
ly  entitled  to.  I  hope  this  bill  passes. 

I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  IMr.  Rich], 

Mr.  RICH.  I  want  to  protect  the 
Treasury.  That  is  what  I  am  trying  to 
do  now. 

Mr.  BARRETT.  Then  you  had  better 
vote  against  this  amendment  and  vote 
in  favor  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  very  happy  that 
the  record  now  discloses  that  the  leader¬ 
ship  of  the  Democratic  side  of  the  House 
are  in  favor  of  protecting  the  wool  indus¬ 
try  of  this  country  providing  only  they 


can  do  it  in  their  own  way.  They  are  not 
in  favor  of  having  it  done  as  the  major¬ 
ity  of  both  the  House  and  Senate  said  it 
should  be  done,  in  legislation  which 
passed  Congress  earlier  this  session. 

Today  this  body  is  confronted  with  a 
shotgun  held  by  Mr.  Will  Clayton  pointed 
directly  at  us,  as  he  says,  in  effect,  “If 
you  want  to  save  this  essential  industry 
of  the  United  States,  you  must  do  it  my 
way,  as  the  Democratic  Party  through 
the  State  Department  directs.”  Those  on 
the  Republican  side  who  are  in  favor  of 
this  bill  recognize  that  the  wool  indus¬ 
try  is  essential  to  the  United  States. 
They  are  willing  to  ma_ke  a  concession  to 
good  business  practices  in  order  to  save 
that  industry. 

Of  course,  the  real  issue  is  whether 
or  not  any  industry  of  this  country  some¬ 
time  in  the  future  will  find  itself  in  a  sim¬ 
ilar  position,  and  be  forced  to  come  be¬ 
fore  a  Congress  and  ask  that  the  Treas¬ 
ury  be  tapped  in  order  that  industry  may 
continue  to  exist  in  the  United  States,  in 
the  face  of  excessive  imports  from  over¬ 
seas. 

Think  of  it.  Here  is  an  American  in¬ 
dustry  having  as  competition  90  percent 
of  the  domestic  consumption  coming  in 
from  overseas.  Hence  we  have  today 
this  essential  industry  here  on  its  knees 
begging  for  its  life.  It  is  a  shotgun  pro¬ 
cedure,  one  which  I  sincerely  hope  future 
Congresses  will  bear  in  mind  by  pro¬ 
tecting  the  industry  and  the  jobs  of 
American  citizens. 

At  this  moment  in  Geneva  State  De¬ 
partment  traders  are  bargaining  away 
this  essential  industry.  They  are  selling 
this  essential  industry  down  the  river. 
These  statesmen  are  bargaining  it  away, 
while  the  President  and  Will  Clayton  cry 
that  if  we  merely  protect  with  an  ade¬ 
quate  tariff  an  essential  industry  here,  if 
we  seek  merely  to  protect  our  own  essen¬ 
tial  farm  industries,  they  say  the  great 
prospective  International  Trade  Organ¬ 
ization  will  collapse.  What  nonsense  it 
is  to  suppose  that  an  international  or¬ 
ganization  built  upon  so  flimsy  a  founda¬ 
tion  can  be  sound,  that  removing  a  few 
sheep  and  protecting  an  essential  indus¬ 
try  here  would  break  down  that  organ¬ 
ization.  How  foolish  to  build  an  inter¬ 
national  organization  so  defective  that 
it  will  not  permit  this  Nation  to  protect 
an  industry  essential  to  its  safety.  Such 
an  organization  is  but  a  house  of  cards, 
and  surely  will  fall. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Not  at 
this  time. 

Of  course,  what  the  Democratic  Party 
wants  to  do  is  to  make  every  industry 
dependent  upon  the  Government,  so  that 
every  industry  in  your  district  and  my 
district  -will  have  to  come  to  Congress 
and  get  subsidy  from  the  taxpayer  to  per¬ 
mit  that  industry  to  live. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  There  is  one 
thing  that  always  seems  to  have  been 
forgotten  in  these  discussions,  and  that 
is  that  just  as  soon  as  you  have  permitted 
foreign  competition  to  destroy  an  essen¬ 


tial  industry  in  this  country,  then  they 
have  a  monopoly  and  can  charge  any 
price  they  want  to  for  a  product  that  is 
essential  to  the  very  life  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  Past 
experience  has  proved  that  beyond  ques¬ 
tion.  We  know  that  today  there  are  some 
2,000,000,000  pounds  of  vool  lying  off¬ 
shore  in  some  foreign  land,  simply  wait¬ 
ing  an  opportunity  to  be  shipped  in  here, 
to  still  further  depress  our  market.  So 
we  propose  to  reduce  the  tariff  still  fur¬ 
ther  at  Geneva,  to  invite  foreigners  to 
import  more  and  more  wool,  and  then 
under  this  bill  to  make  up  the  loss  to  our 
America'n  wool  growers  out  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  L 
yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  agree  that  the  consuming  public  will 
have  to  bear  the  burden  if  we  are  to 
increase  import  duties? 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
wonder  who  the  gentleman  thinks  pays 
taxes  into  the  Treasury.  It  is  the  con¬ 
suming  public  who  are  the  taxpayers.  I 
have  heard  that  argument  repeatedly, 
the  implication  being  that  the  Treasury 
of  the  United  States  get  its  money  by 
merely  running  a  printing  press,  not 
realizing  that  we  have  no^sources  of  reve¬ 
nue  other  than  through  taxes  and  im¬ 
port  duties  and  by  the  sale  of  our  se¬ 
curities.  I  answer  the  gentleman  that 
we  are  here  to  protect  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States,  the  Republican  Party  has 
been  fighting  as  hard  as  we  could  all  year 
to  reduce  expenditures,  to  eliminate 
waste.  I  must  say  the  gentleman’s  party 
has  not  given  us  the  kind  of  support  we 
had  r,  right  to  anticipate. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  on  May  22  I  urged  the 
passage  of  a  wool  bill  which  was  passed 
but  later  vetoed  by  President  Truman. 
As  I  understand  the  bill  now  being  con¬ 
sidered,  the  bill  is  identical  with  the  old 
one  except  it  omits  a  provision  requiring 
the  President  to  impose  fees  on  imports 
if  the  Tariff  Commission  makes  the 
finding  that  foreign  wool  materially  in¬ 
terferes  with  the  domestic  wool  program. 
I  sincerely  felt  that  this  was  a  fair  pro¬ 
vision. 

Even  without  this  provision,  the  wool 
bill  up  for  consideration  today  merits 
our  support.  It  protects  to  a  degree  our 
wool  growers  by  insuring  them  a  sup¬ 
port  price  until  December  31,  1948,  at 
the  1946  price  and  authorizes  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  to  sell  its  wool 
at  competitive  prices  with  foreign  wool. 
This  support  price  is  absolutely  essential. 
Wool  production  has  dropped  35  percent 
in  recent  years  because,  of  the 'lack  of 
profit  in'- raising  sheep.  An  important 
reason  why  wool  production  must  be 
maintained  at  a  high  level  is  that  wool 
is  considered  a  strategic  and  critical 
material  necessary  for  the  security  of  the 
Nation,  according  to  a  recent  finding  by 
the  Army  and  Navy  Munitions  Board. 
[This  means  we  must  encourage  rather 
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than  discourage  the  production  of  wool 
in  the  United  States.  Without  a  sup¬ 
port  price,  production  will  decrease  even 
more  rapidly  than  it  has  in  the  past 
years. 

For  these  important  reasons,  I  shall 
support  the  wool  bill. 

(Mr.  ROBERTSON  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  ) 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arizona?  ^ 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
want  to  inject  a  note  into  this  discus¬ 
sion  that  I  believe  has  not  been  touched 
on  yet.  A  decline  in  the  price  of  wool 
will  affect  adversely  some  of  the  wards 
of  this  Government  whom  you  wish  to 
protect,  the  Indians. 

Often,  when  discussions  arise  on  this 
floor  regarding  any  industry  in  the  West, 
we  are  apt  to  think  of  big  men,  and  we 
frequently  call  them  ba,rons;  copper 
barons,  lumber  barons,  or  some  other 
kind  of  baron.  That  simply  attempts  to 
pull  the  wool  over  the  eyes  of  those  who 
do  not  think  carefully  and  to  substitute 
prejudice  for  argument. 

I  am  here  to  talk  about  the  small  man, 
white  or  red,  who  is  engaged  in  the  wool 
industry.  There  are  plenty  of  small  men 
thus  engaged.  They  are  not  all  big  men. 
It  has  already  been  pointed  out  that  the 
amendment  which  the  gentleman  has 
just  offered,  if  adopted,  will  depress  the 
price  of  wool.  I  do  not  want  to  see  the 
price  of  wool  depressed.  It  is  an  essen¬ 
tial  industry.  It  is  an  industry  which 
the  welfare  of  the  country  demands  be 
kept  continuously  operating  and  produc¬ 
ing.  Therefore,  we  do  not  want  to  crush 
or  harm  that  industry. 

The  cost  of  wool  production  has  been 
increasing.  As  I  said  when  the  bill  was 
before  the  House  recently,  there  are  hun¬ 
dreds  of  millions  of  acres  of  land  in  the 
West  that  are  fit  for  nothing  else  but 
grazing.  Some  of  it  is  not  fit  for  cattle 
grazing,  but  only  for  sheep  production. 
In  the  State  of  Arizona,  because  of  the 
vast  unoccupied  stretches  of  area  of  hos¬ 
tile  nature,  the  Legislature  of  Arizona  has 
passed  a  law  that  no  flock  of  sheep  can 
be  attended  by  one  shepherd  or  herder. 
We  do  not  permit  one  man  alone  to  go 
out  in  the  vastness  into  the  wilderness 
to  take  care  of  a  flock  of  sheep.  No  man 
alone  can  do  that,  whether  he  is  the 
owner  or  merely  a  hired  man,  and  regard¬ 
less  of  the  size  of  the  flock  to  tend. 

The  owner  of  that  flock  of  sheep  must 
provide  at  least  two  shepherds,  or  herd¬ 
ers,  for  every  flock  of  sheep  because  they 
are  distant  most  of  the  time  from 
human  habitation  and  in  case  one  man 
is  alone  and  has  an  accident,  is  bitten 
by  a  rattler,  or  something  else  happens, 
some  other  kind  of  accident,  there  must 
be  some  companion  besides  his  dog  to 
take  care  of  him.  All  of  these  things 
make  it  unavoidable  that  the  cost  of  wool 
production  in  our  West  has  increased 
and  must  increase,  and  imperative  that 


we  get  better  prices.  We  cannot  com¬ 
pete  with  foreign  production  in  any  such 
way  as  this  amendment  would  require 
us  to. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GRANGER.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  will  agree  with  me  that  the-  only 
thing  that  the  wool  growers  asked  for 
was  a  law  that  would  bring  them  into 
parity  with  other  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties.  That  is  the  thing  we  asked  for  in 
the  first  place.  We  did  not  ask  for  any 
tariff,  we  did  not  ask  for  anything;  that 
is  all  we  tried  to  do.  They  wanted  to 
be  put  on  parity  and  they  wanted  legis¬ 
lation  to  permit  the  Department  to  sell 
this  great  stockpile  of  wool.  That  is 
what  this  legislation  does  and  the  only 
thing  it  does,  and  does  the  thing  the  wool 
growers  wanted  in  the  first  place  and 
what  the  gentleman  from  Arizona 
wanted. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  And  with  the  high 
cost  of  production  this  bill  not  amend¬ 
ed — and  it  must  not  be  amended  or  we 
will  have  no  bill  at  all,  as  has  already 
been  explained — this  bill  will  give  the 
small  producers  some  aid.  I  pointed  out 
yesterday  that  60,000  Navajo  Indians  who 
are  right  up  against  their  limit  of  sub¬ 
sistence  must  depend  upon  the  sheep  in¬ 
dustry,  they  must  depend  upon  their 
wool.  They  eat  their  lambs,  that  is  their 
food  supply.  Their  sale  of  wool  is  the 
only  means  on  their  vast  reservation 
they  have  of  existence.  If  you  take  it 
away  from  them  you  will  throw  them 
onto  Federal  relief,  and  they  do  not  want 
charity. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it  not 
true,  I  will  ask  my  colleague,  that  there 
are  many  many  millions  of  acres  of  land 
in  the  United  States  that  cannot  be  used 
efficiently  except  through  the  sheep  in¬ 
dustry? 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Yes.  That  was  the 
very  point  of  my  statement  a  moment 
ago.  You  kill  this  industry  and  you  turn 
back  to  the  desert  and  to  savage  wild  life 
all  of  this  land  which  is  now  being  used 
to  support  sheep  and  the  sheep  industry. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  says  he  is 
for  a  high  price.  I  want  a  high  price  for 
wool  so  that  the  men  who  grow  it  can 
receive  the  benefit  of  it.  But  I  ask  the 
gentleman  if  he  is  in  favor  of  cutting  the 
tariff  down  now  from  34  cents?  If  the 
gentleman  is  interested  in  the  sheep  in¬ 
dustry  does  he  want  to  cut  the  tariff? 
Yes  or  no?  I  would  like  a  yes  or  no 
answer. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Usually  I  do  not  like 
yes  or  no  questions.  I  have  time  after 
time  again  appeared  before  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Reciprocity  Information  and  ex¬ 
pressed  myself.  It  is  in  the  Record.  I 
hope  this  amendment  will  be  defeated 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  BUCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  expect  three 
categories  of  Congressmen  to  oppose  this 
wool  bill.  These  categories  are: 

First.  Congressmen  whose  districts 
produce  no  substantial  quantities  of 
wool. 

Second.  Congressmen  who  disapprove 
subsidies. 

Third.  Congressmen  who  subscribe  to 
the  principles  of  the  Republican  Party. 

If  these  three  groups  vote  against  this 
bad  bill,  as  I  hope  they  will,  it  will  re¬ 
ceive  the  fate  it  deserves.  I  will  support 
the  Herter  amendment  and  vote  against 
the  bill. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  balance 
of  my  time. 

[Mr.  FISHER  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  JENNINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  requisite  number 
of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  all  get  firmly  in 
our  minds  the  exact  situation  that  now 
exists.  If  the  Herter  amendment  to  this 
bill  is  adopted,  the  bill  is  dead.  Then  if 
the  representatives  of  this  country  at 
Geneva  decide,  on  the  theory  that  the 
wool  industry  and  the  sheep  industry, 
as  Under  Secretary  of  State  Will  Clay¬ 
ton  claims  represents  less  than  one-half 
of  1  percent  of  the  income  of  those  en¬ 
gaged  in  agriculture  and  animal  indus¬ 
try,  then  they  will  throw  our  sheep  and 
wool  industry  out  the  window,  the  bars 
will  be  down,  and  the  markets  of  this 
country  will  be  flooded  with  foreign 
wool,  and  the  wool  growers  of  this  coun¬ 
try  and  the  producers  of  sheep  will  be 
put  out  of  business.  I  can  understand 
why  a  man  who  thinks  of  the  American 
sheep  industry  in  terms  of  wool  in  the 
factory,  or  lamb  chops  or  a  leg  of  lamb 
in  the  hotel  or  restaurant  or  on  the  home 
table,  just  thinks  of  it  as  so  much  wool 
or  so  much  meat,  but  I  think  of  it  as  the 
small  farm  flocks  of  my  State.  We  do 
not  raise  sheep  down  there  by  the  thou¬ 
sands,  but  there  are  hundreds  of  farms 
all  over  Tennessee  that  have  flocks  of 
sheep  ranging  from  50  to  200.  It  is  a 
profitable  industry.  It  is  a  substantial 
part  of  the  income  of  our  farmers. 

Well,  they  say  that  you  are  going  to 
make  the  people  who  buy  woolen  cloth¬ 
ing  pay  higher  prices.  If  there  is  any 
Member  onthis  floor  who  has  paid  $80 
for  a  woolen  suit  of  clothes,  he  has  paid, 
in  buying  that  $80  suit,  less  than  $2  for 
the  wool  that  is  in  it.  If  it  is  a  $40  suit, 
he  has  paid  for  the  wool  in  his  suit  not 
more  than  $2.  This  price  for  wool  that 
the  consumer  pays  does  not  hurt  any¬ 
body.  The  high  cost  of  woolen  clothing 
is  not  caused  by  the  45  cents  per  pound 
that  our  wool  growers  will  receive  under 
this  bill.  High  prices  are  caused  largely 
bjjsthe  cost  of  manufacturing  the  cloth¬ 
ing. 

The  trouble  is  this.  We  have  all  got  a 
little  bit  too  much  of  this  thing  called 
human  nature  in  us.  I  heard  a  pro¬ 
found  student  of  mankind  say  once  that 
there  is  a  heap  of  human  nature  in  a 
man,  and  from  my  observation,  there  is 
is  some  in  a  woman  too.  . 
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In  the  olden  days  two  women  lived  to¬ 
gether  in  the  same  house.  Each  was  the 
mother  of  a  baby  boy.  One  of  the 
women  overlayed  her  baby  in  the  night 
and  it  died.  When  she  realized  her  child 
was  dead,  she  arose  and  placed  it  in  the 
bosom  of  the  other  woman  and  took  her 
*  live  child  to  her  own  bed,  appropriating 
it  as  her  own.  In  the  morning  when  the 
mother  of  the  live  child  awoke,  She  real¬ 
ized  it  had  been  stolen,  and  went  over 
and  got  into  a  row  with  the  woman  who 
had  stolen  her  baby.  They  took  the 
controversy  to  King  Solomon.  The 
King  said,  “Bring  me  a  sword.”  And, 
they  brought  the  King  a  swbrd  and  when 
it  was  brought  in  he  said  to  his  attend¬ 
ant,  “Take  the  sword  and  divide  the  liv¬ 
ing  child  and  give  half  to  the  one  and 
half  to  the  other.” 

Then  said  the  mother  of  the  living 
child,  “O  my  Lord,  give  her  the  living 
child  and  in  nowise  slay  it.”  Then  the 
King  said,  “Give  her  the  living  child  for 
it  is  hers.  She  is  the  mother  thereof.” 

Now,  the  Members  of  this  House  who 
are  interested  in  a  live  sheep  industry 
in  this  country  do  not  want  it  halved 
with  any  country  on  earth.  I  do  not 
want  the  time  to  come  when  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  are  dependent  upon  any  coun¬ 
try  on  earth  for  a  strategic  material  like 
wool  or  an  edible  product  like  lamb 
chops  or  a  leg  of  lamb  or  even  a  shoulder 
of  lamb  or  breast  of  lamb.  It  is  a  won¬ 
derful  food,  and  when  the  wintertime 
comes  I  want  some  wool  socks.  I  re¬ 
member,  as  a  boy,  I  always  took  the  pre¬ 
caution  to  have  two  pairs  of  wool  socks 
each  winter.  I  would  buy  two  hanks  of 
wool,  take  them  to  Aunt  Sarah  Phillips, 
and  she  would  knit  them  for  me,  and 
until  spring  came  and  I  turned  out  bare¬ 
footed,  I  wore  those  wool  socks  inter¬ 
changeably. 

Let  us  defeat  the  Herter  amendment 
and  save  this  industry  and  take  care  of 
the  wool  and  the  sheep  growers  in  this 
country.  Brother  Herter,  it  is  partly  for 
your  benefit  that  I  am  making  this  plea. 
If  the  time  should  come  when  you  are 
dependent  wholly  upon  the  Australian 
and  New  Zealand  growers  of  wool,  you 
will  have  to  pay  $1  a  pound  and  like  it, 
and  I  want  to  save  you  from  yourself. 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  eight  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  like  this  bill 
in  its  present  form.  When  there  is  a 
protection  job  to  be  done,  I  think  we 
should  proceed  directly  to  the  job.  What 
should  have  happened,  an  adequate 
tariff,  one  which  would  afford  protection 
to  the  American  woolen  industry, 
should  have  been  provided.  Because 
they  have  not  an  adequate  tariff  protec¬ 
tion  at  the  present  time,  the  American 
woolen  industry  has  grown  smaller  and 
smaller  with  the  passing  of  the  years  to 
the  point  where  they  are  today  only  able 
to  supply  a  small  percentage  of  the  do¬ 
mestic  demand. 

But  the  bill  under  consideration  is 
nevertheless  a  protection  measure.  It 
presents  the  only  opportunity  that  is 
open  to  us  to  protect  this  industry  which 
is  in  such  dire  straits.  Because  it  is  the 
only  method  offered  to  protect  the  in¬ 
dustry,  to  give  it  a  chance  to  grow  and 


enlarge  until  it  can  supply  the  American 
market,  I,  as  a  Republican,  am  support¬ 
ing  the  bill. 

I  do  not  like  the  approach  to  the  prob¬ 
lem  which  the  bill  presents,  no  Republi¬ 
can  likes  the  method,  but  it  is  the  only 
way  of  achieving  the  objective  we  have 
in  mind — protection  for  an  industry  that 
is  desperately  in  need  of  it. 

I  want  to  see  the  wool  industry  ade¬ 
quately  protected  against  foreign  com¬ 
petition,  not  only  for  the  benefit  of  our 
fellow  citizens  who  are  engaged  in  the 
production  of  wool  but  for  the  better  pro¬ 
tection  of  my  country  against  a  possible 
foreign  foe.  Wool  is  a  strategic  and 
critical  material.  We  would  lose  any 
war  in  which  we  became  involved  if  we 
could  not  supply  the  needs  of  this  Nation 
in  wool.  Everyone  knows  that  but  no¬ 
body  thinks  of  that  now  since  we  have 
just  won  a  great  war  and  the  dangers 
from  beyond  the  seas  has  seemingly 
passed  us  by.  But  there  ought  to  be  peo¬ 
ple  in  this  Hall,  if  there  are  none  beyond 
this  historic  legislative  Chamber,  who 
ought  to  vividly  recall  that  one  of  the 
greatest  sources  of  worry  we  had  during 
the  early  days  of  the  war  emergency 
arose  out  of  the  scarcity  of  wool  and  the 
uncertainty  of  a  sufficient  supply. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GEARHART.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  The  gentleman  is  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means.  It  is  the  duty  pf  that  committee 
and  always  has  been  to  fix  the  tariff  on 
imports  to  this  country. 

Mr.  GEARHART.  I  wish  the  gentle¬ 
man  would  not  consume  my  time  by 
pointing  to  the  shortcomings  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  Committee.  We  admit  them. 
|We  have  many  of  them.  We  want  to 
’provide  adequate  protection  for  every 
American  industry,  and  if  the  bill  under 
consideration  provided  it  the  gentleman 
would  be  just  as  opposed  to  it  as  he  is  to 
the  instant  bill.  I  support  this  bill  be¬ 
cause  I  know  that  it  will  provide  by 
indirection  the  protection  which  a  direct 
tariff  would  grant  otherwise.  Ours  is  a 
fundamental  disagreement.  Let  us  not 
obscure  the  issue  by  discussing  distinc¬ 
tions  without  differences.  I  am  sure  that 
the  genial  gentleman  will  forgive  me  if 
I  return  to  the  discussion  of  the  bill. 

In  the  old  days  we  used  to  take  evi¬ 
dence  in  respect  to  every  industry  and 
ascertain  just  what  that  industry  needed 
in  protection  in  the  interest  of  that  par¬ 
ticular  industry.  We  have  been  induced 
to  embark  upon  another  program,  on  the 
ground  that  no  American  industry  will 
receive  any  less  consideration  than  that 
received  under  the  old  system.  That  is, 
it  would  be  judged  in  its  own  interest 
and  not  in  the  interest  of  another  indus¬ 
try.  But  in  the  administration  of  the 
reciprocal  trade  agreements  program  we 
find  a  new  idea  has  crept  in,  an  idea  of 
deciding  which  is  the  most  important  in¬ 
dustry,  this  one  or  that  one,  and,  having 
reached  a  decision  as  to  which  is  the 
most  important  in  the  estimation  of  the 
internationally  minded,  they  proceed  to 
protect  that  industry  by  gaining  for  it 
advances  in  foreign  markets  to  increase 


its  foreign  trade  at  the  expense  of  the  less 
important  one,  which  they  consign  to 
destruction. 

Everyone  knows,  it  is  an  open  secret, 
that  in  Geneva  one  of  the  key  commodi¬ 
ties  upon  which  dealing  is  being  had  is 
wool.  Down  south  of  the  Equator  are 
several  countries  that  raise  lots  of  sheep 
and  much  wool.  Australia,  New  Zealand, 
and  South  Africa  are  determined  to  get 
their  wool  into  this,  the  only  cash  dollar 
market  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  and 
their  negotiators  at  Geneva  are  work¬ 
ing,  maneuvering,  and  scheming  night 
and  day  in  the  effort  to  gain  access  to 
this  market.  What  are  they  hoping  to 
accomplish?  They  are  simply  demand¬ 
ing  that  the  American  tariff  on  wool  be 
cut.  They  will  grant  no  concessions  in 
their  markets  to  us  unless  they  gain  this. 
Wool  is  the  key  to  the  success  of  the  Gen¬ 
eva  negotiations,  at  least  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  Will 
Clayton  whose  contempt  for  national 
boundaries,  including  our  own,  is  well 
known  to  all.  If  the  tariff  on  wool  is  cut 
and  ^ve  do  not  pass  the  cushioning  leg¬ 
islation,  the  wool  industry  will  be  sacri¬ 
ficed.  In  the  interest  of  what  indus¬ 
tries  would  the  wool  industry  be  sacri¬ 
ficed?  What  industries  would  benefit? 
The  answer  to  that  is  not  difficult.  The 
great  metal-fabricating  industries,  of 
which  the  automobile,  electrical  appli¬ 
ances,  agricultural  implements,  and  rail 
and  rail  equipment  industries  are  high 
on*the  fist  of  favored  industries  down  at 
the  State  Department.  All  the  smiles  of 
the  State  Department  are  for  them.  The 
lowly  wool  industry  has  no  friends 
there.  The  question  is:  Will  these 
bright  boys  down  behind  the  silken  cur¬ 
tains  in  the  State  Department,  these 
open-handed,  “striped  pantied”  boys,  be 
permitted  to  sacrifice  the  wool  industry 
in  order  to  get  American  automobiles, 
and  American  electrical  appliances  into 
the  countries  south  of  the  Equator? 
That  question  is  to  Ije  answered  in  the 
action  of  the  House  on  this  bill,  and, 
especially,  in  our  attitude  toward  the 
amendment  we  now  have  under  consider¬ 
ation,  purposed,  as  it  is,  to  cut  the  heart 
out  of  the  protective  provisions  of  the 
measure  we  are  now  discussing.  Let  us 
kill  the  amendment  and  pass  the  bill 
with  a  resounding  voice  vote  that  will 
forever  put  at  rest  any  doubtln  respect 
to  where  the  membership  of  this  House 
stands  on  the  right  of  an  American  in¬ 
dustry  to  adequate  protection  against 
unequal  and  unfair  competition  from 
abroad. 

(Mr.  GEARHART  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  '  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  being  deeply  interested 
in  agriculture,  I  am  interested  in  your 
approach  to  the  wool  problem  and  the 
effort  by  this  amendment  and  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  amendment  to  put  all  agri¬ 
cultural  products  in  one  category  as  to 
parity.  Being  interested  in  national  de¬ 
fense,  I  have  approached  the  wool  prob¬ 
lem  from  quite  a  different  angle,  and  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  proponents  of  this 
amendment  that  wool  must  be  squeezed 
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into  uniform  treatment  with  other  agri¬ 
cultural  products.  . 

Wool  is  the  only  agricultural  product 
which  stands  in  this  category.  It  is  the 
only  American  agricultural  product 
listed  as  a  strategic  material.  It  can¬ 
not  be  stock  piled  successfully  over  a 
period  of  time.  It  must  be  rotated,  and 
the  best  stock  pile  of  wool  that  you  can  • 
build  is  a  source  of  production  of  wool 
and  this  production  record  must  be  main¬ 
tained  for  our  own  adequate  defense 
needs.  That  puts  wool  in  an  entirely  dif¬ 
ferent  situation  than  other  agricultural 
products. 

I  want  to  mention  one  point  that  was 
alluded  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  Jennings]  when  he  called 
attention  to  the  wool  manufacturers  con¬ 
cerning  the  dilemma  they  would  be  in 
when  the  time  might  come  that  they 
would  be  dependent  upon  foreign  sources 
and  foreign  price  controls  for  their  sup¬ 
ply. 

I  had  a  very  real  experience  in  my  own 
background.  I  was  with  the  Goodyear 
Tire  &  Rubber  Co.  back  in  1920  when 
the  American  rubber  industry  was  de¬ 
pendent  on  foreign  supplies  of  rubber. 
If  you  know  the  history  of  the  rubber 
industry  in  the  1920’s  you  know  how 
deeply  it  affected  us.  I  was  with  the 
Goodyear  Tire  &  Rubber  Co.  when  the 
1920  collapse  came  and  I  know  what  hap¬ 
pened  to  the  American  rubber  manufac¬ 
turing  industry  when  they  found  them¬ 
selves  subject  to  the  control  of  the  Brit- 
ish-Dutch  cartel  on  rubber.  That  made 
a  rather  deep  and  lasting  impression  on 
md,  and  I  now  see  the  wool  manufac¬ 
turers  drifting  into  exactly  the  same  di¬ 
lemma  that  we  were  in  in  the  twenties 
on  rubber. 

This  matter  of  making  all  agricultural 
products  go  in  lock  step  under  uniform 
treatment  is  just  about  as  logical  as  an 
experience  I  had  in  the  Army  one  time 
out  in  Arizona  when  I  had  ?.  lieutenant 
colonel  who  called  the  bandmaster  to 
task.  We  had  a  wonderful  band  in  our 
regiment  and  we  were  very  proud  of  it. 
We  had  a  regimental  review  one  day  and 
the  lieutenant  colonel  in  my  presence 
called  the  bandmaster  down  because  the 
trombones  were  not  moving  in  exact 
unison  as  the  band  marched  by  the  re¬ 
viewing  stand.  There  is  just  about  as 
much  logic  in  your  asking  that  all  agri¬ 
cultural  products  conform  to  one  formula 
of  parity  as  there  was  in  that  lieutenant 
colonel’s  viewpoint  as  to  the  trombones. 

Wool  does  not  belong  in  the  same 
category  with  other  agricultural  prod¬ 
ucts  when  it  comes  to  this  matter  of 
parity.  I  am  very  much  interested  to 
see  that  wool  is  given  enough  special 
treatment  to  insure  us  an  American 
source  of  supply  so  that  the  wool  manu¬ 
facturers  and  the  producers  of  wool  in 
America  will  not  find  themselves  in  the 
same  dilemma  that  we  were  in  in  the 
1920’s  when  we  had  to  reorganize  the 
whole  automobile-tire  industry.  You 
will  get  into  that  situation  if  you  make 
America  wholly  dependent  upon  a  for¬ 
eign-price  structure.  We  must  treat 
wool  in  a  different  category  than  any 
other  agricultural  product.  It  just  does 
not  fit  our  needs  to  have  it  put  in  the 
parity  program  in  exact  conformance 
with  other  agricultural  products. 


Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HERTER.  I  think  the  gentleman 
will  recall  that  when  this  matter  was 
first  debated  I  took  the  position,  first, 
that  wool  should  have  a  support  price 
and,  second,  that  we  should  dispose  of 
the  surplus  held  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  because  it  would  de¬ 
teriorate.  The  principal  reason  that  I 
feel  it  should  not  be  set  at  a  fixed  price  is 
because  we  are  setting  a  precedent  there 
regardless  of  wool  or  anything  else.  The 
administration  set  that  price  above  90 
percent  or  at  90  percent  of  parity,  what¬ 
ever  is  required  to  maintain  the  industry. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  And  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  in  agreement  on  the  fixing  of 
that  price. 

Mr.  HERTER.  By  discretion. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  May  I  ask  the 
gentleman :  Why  do  you  insist  on  90  per¬ 
cent  of  parity? 

Mr.  HERTER.  We  do  not  insist,  but 
I  say  not  less  than  90  percent,  because 
that  is  the  standard  formula  that  has 
been  fixed. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Do  you  think 
that  wool  should  be  made  to  fit  that 
standard? 

Mr.  HERTER.  I  do. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  There  is  where 
I  disagree  with  the  gentleman.  It  should 
not  be  made  to  fit  that  standard.  It 
should  be  given  such  special  treatment 
as  to  .enable  our  wool  producers  to  stay 
in  the  business  and  thereby  strengthen 
our  national  economy  and  our  national 
defense. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Martin]  has 
expired. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  sub¬ 
ject  has  been  pretty  thoroughly  disT, 
cussed,  and  there  are  other  important 
measures  pressing  for  consideration. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  de¬ 
bate  on  this  amendment,  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

Mr.  ENGLE  of  California.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  object. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  this  amendment,  and 
all  amendments  thereto,  close  in  5  min¬ 
utes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mundt]  is 
recognized  for  6ne-half  minute. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  one- 
half  minute,  let  me  say  just  one  thing. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  can  avoid 
amending  this  proposal  we  can  greatly 
facilitate  the  goal  for  which  we  strive, 
because  it  will  not  jeopardize  the  event¬ 
ual  results,  since  this  is  the  last  day  of 
the  session.  If  this  bill  gets  caught  up  in 
a  conference,  we  may  not  get  this  im¬ 
portant  wool  legislation  at  all.  It  seems 
to  me  it  behooves  us  to  reject  the  Herter 
amendment  and  accept  the  proposal  as 
it  came  to  us  from  the  Senate  so  we  do 
not  jeopardize  this  entire  wool  program 
at  this  time.  Even  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Herter]  agrees  we 
need  legislation  of  this  type;  he  argues 
that  we  should  adopt  his  amendment  be¬ 


cause  it  is  sound  in  principle;  regardless 
of  that  contention,  Mr.  Chairman,  and 
without  admitting  or  refuting  it  in  these 
few  seconds  it  should  be  crystal  clear 
that  the  safe,  sound,  and  sensible  thing 
to  do  on  this  final  day  of  the  current 
session  is  to  pass  this  measure  as  it  came 
to  us  from  the  Senate  so  no  conference 
will  be  required  and  so  no  risk  will  be 
incurred  about  losing  the  legislation  al¬ 
together.  We  must  not  risk  having  this 
measure  defeated  by  default  through 
sending  it  to  committee.  I  urge  you  to 
reject  the  Herter  amendment— £nd  to 
support  this  measure  in  its  present  form. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  has 
expired. 

The  gentleman  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
Hill]  is  recognized  for  one-half  minufe. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  support 
this  bill  as  it  comes  from  the  Senate.  I 
am  confident  that  if  we  amend  the  bill 
in  any  manner  whatsoever  we  will  lose  it. 
This  is  only  temporary  legislation.  It 
only  extends  to  January  1,  1949.  So  we 
are  only  trying  to  provide  a  bridge  over 
which  our  sheep  industry  may  be  able  to 
travel  during  the  postwar  era. 

Under  the  Herter  amendment  the  wool 
producers  would  be  at  the  mercy  of  a 
changing  market  which  might  well  lead 
to  a  complete  destruction  of  our  domestic 
wool  industry. 

The  Herter  amendment  should  be 
defeated 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  theu 
gentleman  from  Colorado  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Javits]  is  recognized  for  one-half 
minute. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  intend 
to  support  the  Herter  amendment  be¬ 
cause  it  is  moderate.  I  will  speak  on  an¬ 
other  section  of  the  bill,  on  the  issue  of 
the  high  cost  of  living,  as  a  representa¬ 
tive  of  a  city  district;  a  question  which 
I  think  it  is  essential  Members  bear  in 
mind  when  they  go  home. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Montana  [Mr.  D’Ewart]  is  recog¬ 
nized  for  one-half  minute. 

Mr.  D’EWART.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
legislation  is  exceedingly  important  to 
my  district  and  to  my  State,  which  is  the 
third  largest  wool -producing  State  in  the 
Nation.  The  adoption  of  the  Herter 
amendment  and  failure  to  pass  this  bill 
will  be  a  disaster  to  the  economy  of  my 
district.  I  sincerely  trust  the  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  rejected  and  the  bill  be 
passed. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  facts  concerning 
the  wool  industry  are  well  known  to 
everyone.  It  is  an  important  industry  in 
peacetime,  and  it  is  indispensable  in  war. 
We  cannot  afford  to  be  without  a  healthy 
wool  industry,  yet  we  are  permitting  it  to 
diminish  steadily  by  our  failure  to  estab¬ 
lish  an  adequate  wool  program  and  to 
provide  any  protection  against  foreign 
imports.  Indeed,  there  is  a  very  real 
danger  that  tariffs  on  wool  will  be  further 
reduced  in  the  near  future. 

In  the  meantime  the  wool  industry  is 
providing,  through  the  tariff  duties,  funds 
for  subsidies  for  cotton  and  wheat,  for 
school  lunches,  for  relief  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  surplus  farm  products.  These 
are  the  section  32  funds,  30  percent  of 
our  receipts  from  imports.  During  the 
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past  6  or  7  years  the  duties  on  wool  alone 
have  constituted  about  30  percent  of  our 
tariff  receipts.  Wool  supports  these 
many  programs,  but  there  is  no  support 
for  wool. 

Uncertainty  about  the  future  has  re¬ 
sulted  in  a  constant  decrease  in  the  sheep 
population  of  this  country.  In  Montana, 
where  the  grazing  of  livestock  is  the  only 
way  to  produce  wealth  from  thousands  of 
acres  of  public  lands,  the  sheep  popula¬ 
tion  has  diminished  from  5,000,000  head 
to  2,500,000  head.  Income  from  wool, 
one  of  our  most  important  commodities, 
has  gone  steadily  downward. 

The  legislation  we  are  considering  to¬ 
day  is  vital  to.  the  wool  industry,  and  to 
the  same  extent  it  is  important  to  the 
economy  of  the  entire  West.  We  cannot 
afford  to  let  the  wool  industry  perish 
from  neglect.  We  cannot  afford  to  sub¬ 
sidize  foreign  wool  growers  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  the  American  sheepman.  For 
these  reasons  I  believe  that  it  is  the  clear 
duty  of  the  Congress  to  provide  the  wool 
program  proposed  in  the  legislation 
under  consideration  today. 

(Mr.  D’EWART  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lemke]  is  rec¬ 
ognized  for  one-half  minute. 

(Mr.  LEMKE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  LEMKE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
against  the  Herter  amendment  and  for 
the  bill  as  it  was  passed  by  the  Senate.  _ 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  going  to  vote  for 
^S.  1498  known  as  the  Senate  wool  bill. 
I  voted  for  the  House  wool  bill  that  the 
President  vetoed.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
President  vetoed  it.  I  know  that  he  was 
misinformed  by  the  State  Department  or 
rather  by  a  millionaire  in  the  State  De¬ 
partment,  Bill  Clayton. 

I  have  felt  for  some  time  and  I  feel  now 
that  the  President  should  never  veto  a 
bill  just  because  some  Cabinet  officer 
asks  him  to  do  so.  The  President  should 
be  mindful  that  Congress  still  writes  the 
Nation’s  laws.  His  cabinet  is  to  advise 
him  how  to  execute,  observe,  and  enforce 
those  laws.  It  is  none  of  their  business 
the  kind  of  laws  that  Congress  passes. 

The  Congress,  and  the  Congress  alone, 
is  directly  responsible  to  the  people  of 
the  Nation.  They  elect  the  Members. 
The  President  should  never  permit  or 
seriously  consider  the  objections  of  any 
of  his  cabinet  as  to  legislation  that  Con¬ 
gress  passed. 

It  is  true  that  he  should  consider  the 
merits  of  their  suggestions,  but  in  order 
to  do  that  he  should  invite  the  author  of 
the  bill  and  the  chairmen  of  the  com¬ 
mittees  of  both  the  House  and  Senate 
be'fore  whose  committee  the  legislation 
was  considered.  Only  in  this  way  can 
he  become  aware  of  the  merits  and  de¬ 
merits  of  the  legislation.  Ex-party  pro¬ 
ceedings  and  star-chamber  proceedings 
are  un-American.  The  President  should 
abolish  that  practice.  It  has  been  in¬ 
dulged  in  too  long  for  the  good  of  our 
Nation  by  his  predecessors. 

Therefore,  I  suggest  that  it  is  the  sense 
of  Congress  that  hereafter  the  President 
call  in  before  he  veto  any  bill  the  author 
of  the  bill  and  the  chairmen  of  both  the 


House  and  Senate  of  the  committees  that 
reported  the  legislation  favorably  after 
full  hearings. 

I  hope  that  this  suggestion  will  reach 
the  President  and  I  am  confident  that 
hereafter  he  will  act  upon  it.  It  is  only 
fair  and  just  to  Congress. 

I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  merits  of 
S.  1498.  It  is  only  a  half-way  measure. 
Further  legislation  will  be  necessary  if 
the  wool  industry  is  to  survive. 

I  am  informed  that  Bill  Clayton  in  the 
State  Department  says  that  wool  is  such 
a  small  percentage  of  our  economy  that 
we  can  afford  to  let  it  die,  so  that  the 
British  may  supply  us  with  wool.  I  pre¬ 
sume  that  this  millionaire  who  made  his 
millions  in  cotton  transactions  with 
Great  Britain  does  not  know  that  lamb 
chops  and  leg  of  lamb  comes  from  the 
same  animal  that  produces  the  wool. 

I  state  frankly  to  you  that  no  industry 
in  America  should  be  permitted  to  die  in 
order  to  build  up  foreign  industries  at  tlfe 
expense  of  the  taxpayers.  That  un- 
American  doctrine  has  no  place  here.  I 
say  this  without  apologies  to  the  blind 
followers  of  Bill  Clayton. 

In  closing,  may  I  suggest  to  the  wool 
growers  that  they  better  get  busy  and 
help  us  to  get  cost  of  production  for  agri¬ 
culture.  I  suggest  that  they  get  a  copy 
of  H.  R.  794,  and  read  it  and  study  it. 
If  this  bill  is  passed,  then  the  wool  in¬ 
dustry  and  the  sheep  industry  together 
with  some  forty  other  agricultural  prod¬ 
ucts  will  be  protected  from  those  who 
would  sell  our  Nation  down  the  river. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Engle]. 

Mr.  ENGLE  of  California.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ani  supporting  this  bill  and  am 
opposed  to'the  Herter  amendment.  The 
Herter  amendment  is  a  grave  injustice 
to  the  industry,  if  adopted,  because  it 
freezes  on  the  industry  a  parity  formula 
which  is  unjust  and  should  be  revised,  but 
in  addition  and  what  is  more  important — 
the  amendment  will  kill  the  bill.  We 
have  not  a  chance  of  getting  a  confer¬ 
ence  and  getting  this  bill  through  both 
the  Senate  and  the  House  if  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  adopted.  The  Herter  amend¬ 
ment  will  mean  a  difference  to  the  do¬ 
mestic  producer  of  between  42  and  36 
cents.  The  old  parity  formula  will  re¬ 
flect  a  price  of  about  36  cents  a  pound. 
As  stated  by  some  of  the  previous  speak¬ 
ers,  there  has  been  a  constant  effort  on 
the  part  of  the  wool  industry  to  get  an 
adjustment  of  this  parity  formula.  One 
of  the  original  bills  considered  by  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  contained  a 
provision  for  a  revision  of  the  parity 
formula.  It  is  conceded  by  everybody 
that  such  parity  formula  should  take 
place.  However,  the  provision  was 
stricken  out  because  some  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  members  felt  that  the  revision  of 
the  parity  formula  for  wool  should  go 
along  with  a  general  consideration  of  a 
revision  of  all  parity  formulas,  and  I  un¬ 
derstand  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
intends  to  make  a  general  study  of  the 
whole  subject.  It  will  therefore  be  un¬ 
fair  to  adopt  the  Herter  amendment  and 
to  Ax  a  parity  formula  on  the  wool  in¬ 
dustry  which  admittedly  is  not  in  line. 
For  that  reason,  and  the  further  and  im¬ 


pelling  reason  that  we  cannot  possibly  as 
a  practical  matter  get  this  legislation 
through  on  time  if  we  adopt  the  amend¬ 
ment,  I  urge  that  it  be  defeated. 

(Mr.  ENGLE  of  California  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Flannagan]  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  FLANNAGAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
bill  has  the  support  of  all  American  wool 
growers.  It  has  the  support  of  all  the 
great  farm  organizations.  It  has  the 
unanimous  support  of  the  House  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture.  If  we  do  not  pass 
this  legislation,  it  means  that  the  wool 
industry  will  not  only  be  crippled  but 
will  be  put  out  of  business.  It  is  this  or 
nothing,  and  I  trust  that  the  Herter 
amendment  will  be  voted  down  and  that 
the  legislation  will  pass. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  th&  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
LeCompte]  for  one-half  minute. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish 
to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  Agriculture 
Committee  how  many  pounds  of  raw  wool 
goes  into  the  manufacture  of  a  suit  of 
clothes  that  costs  $75? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  refer  the  gentleman  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  an  ex¬ 
pert  in  that  line. 

Mr.  RICH.  jTwo  and  one-half  pounds. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  The  reason  I  ask  is 
because  I  do  not  believe  the  price  of  wool 
has  much  to  do  with  the  retail  price  of  a 
suit  of  clothes. 

Mr.  RICH.  Two  and  one-half  pounds. 
The  thing  here  is  not  how  the  increased 
price  of  wool  is  reflected  in  the  cost  of 
a  finished  suit. 

Mr.  LeCOMPTE.  I  have  a  feeling  that 
the  price  of  wool  does  not  have  much  to 
do  with  the  high  cost  of  a  suit  of  clothes, 
since  only  a  relatively  small  amount  of 
pwool  is  required  for  a  suit  of  woolen 
clothes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  has  expired,  all  time 
has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mr.  Herter], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Herter)  there 
were — ayes  67,  noes  113. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  tellers. 

Tellers  were  refused. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  2.  The  provisions  of  sections  385,  386, 
and  388  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended,  shall  be  applicable  to 
the  support  operations  carried  out  pursuant, 
to  the  first  section  of  this  act. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
the  remarks  I  made  earlier  today. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  not  try  to  detain 
the  Committee  very  long,  but  I  do  feel 
that  what  I  have  to  say  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  is  important  enough  to  take  the  time 
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of  the  Members  on  the  last  day.  I  am  a 
new  Member,  and  it  is  not  lightly  that  I 
would  detain  the  Committee  on  the  last 
day. 

I  am  really  concerned  about  what  we 
have  done  on  this  wool  bill.  I  represent 
a  city  district.  In  my  city  district  peo¬ 
ple  consume  agricultural  commodities; 
they  do  not  create  them.  The  people  of 
my  city  district  need  the  things  the  farm¬ 
ers  produce,  and  the  farmers  need  the 
materials  my  people  produce — clothing, 
building  materials,  construction  mate¬ 
rials,  mechanical  appliances,  automo¬ 
biles,  medicines,  machinery,  and  a  host 
of  other  goods  and  services. 

The  Nation  today  is  interdependent.  I 
say  this  particularly  to  my  colleagues 
from  the  farm  districts.  It  used  to  be 
argued  that  if  life  on  the  farm  was  not 
made  worth  while  the  farmer  would  not 
farm  and  we  in  the  city  could  not  live 
because  he  would  not  produce  the  things 
we  have  to  have  to  eat  and  live.  But  it 
is  equally  true  today  that  unless  you 
make  it  worth  while  for  the  city  dweller 
to  make  the  machinery,  clothes,  con¬ 
struction  materials,  medicines,  and  all 
the  other  things  the  farmer  needs  to  get 
along  with,  the  farmer  would  not  be  able 
to  live  either.  We  are  each  dependent 
upon  the  other. 

I  would  like  to  stress  this  point  with 
respect  to  the  Herter  arwsndment.  The 
Herter  amendment  was  a  moderate 
amendment.  It  proposed  to  continue  a 
plan  for  price  support  of  agricultural 
commodities  v/hich  has  been  going  on 
for  a  long  time,  and  which  will  come  up 
for  review  in  the  Congress  next  year. 
Instead  of  the  moderate  approach  the 
choice  was  made  not  to  adopt  the  Herter 
amendment  but  for  a  fixed  price.  I  am 
much  disquieted  by  that  as  should  be 
every  Member  representing  a  city  dis¬ 
trict,  and  for  this  reason.  Here  is  what 
the  figures  show;  ® 

According  to  the  Consumers’  Price 
Index  of  the  Department  of  Labor  the 
consumers’  prices  for  food  between  June, 
1946,  and  June,  1947,  have  gone  up  from 
an  index  number  of  145  to  an  index 
number  of  190,  about  30  percent,  whereas 
the  average  prices  for  all  essentials  of 
family  life  have  gone  up  only  about  20 
percent,  from  an  index  number  of  133  to 
an  index  number  of  157  (1935-39=100). 

This  Congress  has  shown  a  disposition 
to  call  to  task  any  group  in  the  country, 
no  matter  how  large,  when  it  felt  that 
group  to  be  getting  out  of  balance  with 
the  rest.  It  did  that  very  thing  in  con¬ 
nection  with  labor.  I  beg  my  friends 
and  colleagues  who  represent  the  farm 
districts  to  go  back  this  time  and  to  see 
what  you  can  do  to  help  us  city  Members, 
and  us  city  dwellers  to  bring  down  the  cost 
of  living,  and  to  be  sure  that  you  in  the 
agricultural  districts  do  not  get  out  of 
balance. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
gentleman  fails  to  recognize  that  the 
high  cost  of  food  is  largely  due  to  the 
fact  that  we  hare  shipped  out  eighteen 
and  one-half  million  tons  of  food  to  other 
countries  of  the  world  at  a  cost  of  $2,300,- 
000,000  to  the  American  people. 


Mr.  JAVITS.  May  I  point  out  to  the 
gentleman  that  the  cost  of  what  we  ship 
out  is  determined  by  its  price.  If  the 
gentleman  will  go  into  any  cafeteria  he 
will  find  that  the  American  people  are 
not  short  of  food;  we  are  sending  our 
surplus. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  section  do  now  close. ' 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  this  section  do  now 
close. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Sec.  3.  The  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  may,  until  December  31,  1848,  dispose 
of  wool  owned  by  it  without  regard  to  any 
restriction  imposed  upon  it  by  law. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word.  / 

(Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  want  to  get  our  friends  from 
the  cities  straightened  out  a  little  when 
they  go  home.  They  seem  to  be  afraid 
to  go  home  for  soim  reason  or  other. 
When  you  go  home  at  least  tell  your 
people  the  truth.  You  know,  that  is  not 
a  bad  idea.  As  the  old  lady  told  the  boy, 
“Always  tell  the  truth  and  you  will  not 
have  to  remember  what  you  said.”  That 
is  all  you  have  to  do  about  this  food  sit¬ 
uation.  The  price  the  farmer  receives 
is  not  a  high  price.  If  some  farm  prod¬ 
ucts  in  short  supply  are  high,  it  is  be¬ 
cause  of  governmental  action. 

This  is  a  rather  peculiar  thing,  you 
know,  if  you  come  from  a  rural  section. 
Today  dairy  products  are  selling  at  from 
one-fourth  to  one-third  what  they  sold 
a  year  ago.  I  can  take  out  of  my  pocket 
a  letter  I  received  today  from  a  pea 
farmer  who  is  getting  less  than  1  cent 
a  pound  for  his  peas.  The  parity  price 
is  41//2  cents.  I  can  take  another  letter 
out  of  my  pocket  showing  where  they 
are  putting  the  fur  farmers  out  of  busi¬ 
ness.  Yet  we  have  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  every  month  telling  us  how 
much  of  an  increase  there  is  in  the  cost 
of  living. 

Let  us  get  this  straight.  I  do  not  know 
whether  this  has  anything  to  do  with 
the  wool  bill  or  not,  but  I  want  to  say 
to  every  one  who  is  here  today,  and  I 
want  it  in  the  Record,  the  reason  I  am 
going  to  support  this  wool  bill  is  be¬ 
cause  I  have  seen  these  farmers  taken 
to  the  cleaners  more  than  once  before. 
Now  they  are  going  to  have  their  pants 
taken  off,  and  when  they  do* at  least  I 
want  them  to  have  on  a  pair  of  good 
woolen  pants  ,to  be  taken  off.  This  wool 
bill  was  around  here  last  session.  It  is 
at  least  on  the  floor  of  the  House  for 
consideration.  I  realize  we  are  over  a 
legislative  barrel.  We  are  by  necessity 
compelled  to  accept  a  legislative  act  re¬ 
pellent  to  many  of  us. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  two  words. 


Mr.  Chairman,  it  was  stated  here 
a  while  ago  that  the  people  who  are  in¬ 
terested  in  the  defeat  of  this  bill  are  of 
that  opinion  for  selfish  reasons.  They 
say  these  people  want  to  buy  foreign 
wool.  If  that  reference  is  made  to  me,' 
may  I  say  that  I  want  to  buy  domestic 
wool.  I  want  to  develop  the  wool  indus¬ 
try  in  this  country,  I  want  to  see  the 
American  people  prosper,  and  I  want  to 
keep  the  American  standard  of  living 
high.  There  is  no  one  who  will  work 
harder  to  do  that  than  I.  But  unless 
we  turn  around  here  and  do  something- 
different  from  what  has  been  done  by 
the  New  Deal  in  the  last  10  or  15  years, 
we  will  find  we  are  wrecking  our  whole 
economy.  You  will  find  that  these  re¬ 
ciprocal  trade  agreements  are  going  to 
undermine  the  American  manufacturer, 
they  are  going  to  undermine  American 
labor,  and  they  are  going  to  undermine 
American  industry.  You  put  that  down 
as  coming  from  me,  and  I  do  not  care 
whether  they  say  I  am  going  back  50 
years.  It  seems  to  me  they  had  lots  of 
sense  and  were  industrious.  '  I  am  going 
back  to  the  time  when  our  forefathers 
made  America  one  of  the  greatest  coun¬ 
tries  o£  the  face  of  the  earth,  and  I  am 
not  interested  in  trying  to  ruin  what  we 
discovered. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICH.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Along 
the  line  the  gentleman  is  talking,  I  want 
to  read  just  a  sentence  from  a  letter  from 
Boston.  It  says: 

Right  now  thousands  of  woolen  textile 
workers  are  out  of  work,  and  many  eastern 
woolen  mills  are  completely  shut  down. 

Mr.  RICH.  After  we  get  through  fol¬ 
lowing  the  New  Deal  you  will  find  out 
that  there  will  be  a  whole  lot  more  things 
shut  down.  Whenever  the  time  comes 
that  you  start  in  to  establish  prices  and 
take  the  money  out  of  the  Treasury  for 
subsidies,  you  are  on  the  wrong  foot. 
You  have  established  a  price  of  28  cents 
on  copper,  you  have  established  a  price 
of  18  cents  on  lead,  you  have  established 
an  18-cent  price  on  zinc,  you  have  estab¬ 
lished  a  high  price  on  wool  and  on  every¬ 
thing  else,  and  then  you  go  to  the  Treas¬ 
ury  and  take  the  money  out.  Where  are 
you  going  to  get  that  money?  The  first 
thing  you  know  you  are  going  to  run  out 
of  money  and  you  are  going  to  wreck 
yourselves.  Another  thing  you  did.  You 
came  in  here  and  said,  “We  want  $300,- 
000,000  for  Greece,  we  want  $100,000,000 
for  Turkey,  we  want  $3,750,000,000  for 
Great  Britain,  and  three  or  four  hundred 
million  for  all  these  other  countries,” 
but  after  a  while  you  will  find  out  that 
the  bubble  will  burst  and  you  will  wish 
you  would  all  have  been  sound  Repub¬ 
licans  like  your  grandfathers  were  in¬ 
stead  of  a  lot  of  New  Dealers.  Wake  up, 
think,  and  do  it  quick.  If  you  do  not,  you 
will  bust. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  There  being  no 
further  amendments,  under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises.  " 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Jenkins  of  Ohio,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  considera- 
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tion  the  bill  (S.  1498)  to  provide  support 
for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes,  pur¬ 
suant  to  House  Resolution  315,  he  re¬ 
ported  the  bill  back  to  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  third  reading 
of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  and  was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman 
opposed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  HERTER.  I  am,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Heeter  moves  to  recommit  the  bill  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  with  instruc¬ 
tions  to  report  it  back  forthwith  with  the 
following  amendment:  Beginning  in  line  5, 
page  1,  strike  out  the  words  “at  the  price 
it  supported  wool  in  1946”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  the  words,  “at  a  price  not  less 
than  90  percent  of  parity.” 


Mi-.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  point 
of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  it  is  not  in  order 
now  to  offer  a  motion  to  recommit  with  , 
that  provision,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  the  same  provision  has  just  been 
voted  down  by  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  In  a  parliamentary 
way  the  House  has  no  knowledge  of  what 
happened  in  the  Committee. 

The  Chair  overrules  the  point  of  order. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  to  re¬ 
commit  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  iMr.  Herter] . 

The  question  was -taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Herter)  there 
were — ayes  64,  noes  128. 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re-  ’ 
jected. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


I'FIRST  '*SUPPL'EMS^?fAL  "TpFr(5?r7^t"Sn  * 

BILL,  1948 

Ir.  TABER  submitted  the  following 
conference  report  and  statement  on/the 
bill\H.  R.  4269)  making  supplemental 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  Jun%  30,  1948,  and  for  otjirer  pur¬ 
poses  : 

Conference  Reports 

The  commivtee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  \f  the  two/Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senat^ao  the  bill  (H.  R. 
4269)  making  sup^Jemejftal  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  year  emiing  June  30,  1948,  and 
for  other  purposes,  hayrng  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  havy  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend/o  then^respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  f\n  its  amend¬ 
ments  numbered  11,  14,  46,  6ak  and  69. 

That  the  House  recede  from  disagree¬ 
ment  to  th^ amendments  of  the  SeWite  num¬ 
bered  1,  2/3,  4,  5,  7,  12,  13,  16,  18,  19,  20,  21,  22, 
23,  26,  28f 29,  30,  31,  32,  33,  34,  35,  39,  4^.45,  51, 
52,  53, ,64,  55,  56,  57,  59,  60,  61,  62,  66,  70,  gl,  72, 
73,  74-;  75,  76,  77,  78,  79,  80,  81,  82,  83,  84,  85V 86, 
87, /s,  89,  90,  91,  92,  93,  94,  95,  96,  97,  98, 
lOji,  and  101.  and  agree  to  the  same.  V 


Amendment  numbered  6:  That  the  House 
f^cede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  6,  and  agree 
to '^he  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  the  following:  “$40,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House 
recede  ft; om  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of’ 'the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert\he  following:  “$15,000”;  and  the 
Senate  agree  \o  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  9:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its. disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Sekate  numbered  9,  and  agree 
to  the  same  witntan  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  suki  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  the  fallowing:  “$400,000”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  tfie  same. 

Amendment  numbered  10 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  10,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  aniendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  the  following\"$4, 500,000'';  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  san 

Amendment  numbered  16\That  the  House 
recede  from  its  dlsagreemeno^to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered*  16,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said 
amendment  insert  the  following:  “:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  subject  to  t^je  limita¬ 
tions  and  requirements  of  this  paragraph 
this  appropriation  shall  be  availablAfor  the 
transportation  of  voluntary  relief  supplies 
shipped  by  relief  agencies  licensed  f%r  op¬ 
eration  in  Europe  and  in  Asia  including  the 
occupied  areas  under  such  regulations  a\the 
Secretary  of  State  may  prescribe”;  and  %he 
Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  24 :  That  the  Houi 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend! 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  24,  and  agree! 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  fol-i 
lows;  In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  sai<j 
amendment  insert  the  following:  “$4,250 
000”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  25 :  That  the  Hq#se 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  25,  andifgree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  fdrlows: 
In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said  jpnend- 
ment,  insert  the  following: 

“VETERANS’  administration 

“Automobiles  and  other  conveyances  for 
disabled  veterans :  For  an  additional  amount 
for  ‘Automobiles  and  other  conveyances  for 
disabled  veterans’,  $5,000,000,  t*  be  available 
for  the  purposes  specified  ujRler  this  head 
in  the  Act  of  August  8,  19*6  (Public  Law 
663).” 

And  the  Senate  agree  tf  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered/?:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  27,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  the  following:  “$75,000”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  toAhe  same. 

Amendment  numbered  36:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  djfeagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  36,  and  agree 
to  the  same  wlifi  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the/um  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  /he  following:  “$40,000”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amencim/nt  numbered  37 :  That  the  House 
recede  irefa  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  /he  Senate  numbered  37,  and  agree 
to  the  sSme  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu/of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
ment/nsert  the  following:  “$675,000”;  and 
the  §lfenate  agree  to  the  same. 

lendment  numbered  38 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
snt  of  the  Senate  numbered  38,  and  agree 
Vo  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows; 


In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend 
ment  insert  the  following:  “$10,000”; 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  47:  That  the  H/use 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  anaend- 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  47,  and/agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  allows : 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  saiclpmend- 
ment  insert  the  following:  “$65,(y0”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  48 :  Tha# the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  toJthe  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  !&,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendm/t  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  the  following  J?“$40, 000”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  sarife. 

Amendment  numbered  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreenJInt  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  nun*>ered  49,  and  agree 
to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  in  line  2  of  said 
amendment  Insert  tue  following:  “$50,000”; 
and  the  Senate  agre# to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  50 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  dyigreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senye  numbered  50,  and  agree 
to  the  same  wi xM an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  of  the  Jam  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  insert  t®  following:  “$7,460,000”;  and 
the  Senate  a  dree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  63 :  That  the  House 
recede  froty  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  1 Me  Senate  numbered  63,  and  agree 
to  the  sa#ie  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
In  lieu  m  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  hfcert  the  following:  “$71,073,900”;  and 
the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Apaendment  numbered  65 :  That  the  House 
recape  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
meJit  of  the  Senate  numbered  65,  and  agree 
tqpthe  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
lent  insert  the  following:  “$75,000,000”;  and 
fthe  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  67 :  That  the  House 
^recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend- 
lent  of  the  Senate  numbered  67,  and  agree 
the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 
I IV  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  by  said  amend- 
m»t  insert  the  following:  “$600,000,000”; 
ancrathe  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

T*  committee  of  conference  report  in 
disag»ement  amendments  numbered  17,  40, 
41,  42, \3,  58,  and  64. 

John  Taber, 

R.  B.  WlGGLESWORTH, 

Albert  J.  Engel, 

EIarl  Stefan, 

Francis  Case, 

Frank  B.  Keefe, 

Clarence  Cannon, 

John  H.  Kerr, 
lGeorge  Mahon, 

Managera^m  the  Part  of  the  House. 
bsEPH  H.  Ball, 
cVwayland  Brooks, 

Hctker  Ferguson, 
Gu-mCoRDON, 

Carl\iayden, 

Managers  on  the^art  of  the  Senate. 
State 

The  managers  on  the  pltt  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  426%)  making  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriations  for Vhe  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1948,  and  for  dttier  purposes, 
submit  the  following  report  lrVexplanation 
of  the  effect  of  the  action  agree\  upon  and 
recommended  in  the  accompanying  confer¬ 
ence  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely : 


TITLE  I - DIRECT  APPROPRIATIONS 


lake 


Amendments  Nos.  1,  2,  3,  and  4' 
appropriations  for  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  5  appropriates  $1001000 
for  the  Joint  Committee  on  Labor-Manafee- 
ment  Relations  as  proposed  by  the  Senate.! 
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'Amendment  No.  6  appropriates  $40,000  for 
the'- Aviation  Policy  Board  instead  of  $50,000 
as  prtmosed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  7  and  8  make  appropri¬ 
ations  fhr  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  9  appropriates  $400,000 
for  the  Office  of  Defense  Transportation  in¬ 
stead  of  $484,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
and  $140,000  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendment  slo.  10  limits  administrative 
expenses  on  the  Appropriation  for  assistance 
to  Greece  and  Tifteey  to  $4,500,000  instead 
of  $5,177,800  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  and 
$3,800,000  as  proposecKby  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  11  ’tonits  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  allocation  of  Administrative  ex¬ 
penses  to  $300,000  as  proposed  by  the  House 
instead  of  $607,000  as  imposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  12  and  iSiymake  formal 
changes  in  language. 

Amendment  No.  14  limits  amotfeit  for  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  to  $700,000  astoroposed 
by  the  Senate  instead  of  $600,000  as  proposed 
by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  15  excepts  from  limitation 
allocations  to  the  International  Childi%i’s 
Emergency  Fund. 

Amendment  No.  16  provides  for  payment 
by  the  Government  of  transportation ' 
charges  on  relief  supplies  from  voluntary 
organizations. 

Amendment  No.  17  is  reported  in  disagree¬ 
ment. 

Amendment  No.  18  limits  rates  to  be  paid 
per  diem  experts  at  $35  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  instead  of  $50  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  19  appropriates  $500,000 
for  the  Public  Health  Service  as  proposed  by 
the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  20  appropriates  $8,026,000 
for  Social  Security  Administration  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate  instead  of  $12,026,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendments  Nos.  21  and  22  provide  for 
payment  of  damage  claims. 

Amendment  No.  23  limits  rates  to  be  paid 
per  diem  experts  at  $35  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate  instead  of ,  $50  as  proposed  by  the 
House. 

Amendment  No.  24  appropriates  $4,250,000 
for  Selective  Service  Records  instead  of 
$4,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  House,  and 
$5,000,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  25  appropriates  $5,000,000 
additional  for  automobiles  for  veteran  am¬ 
putees  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  26  appropriates  $17,500 
for  Animal  Husbandry  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  27  appropriates  $75,000 
for  the  Insecticide  Act  instead  of  $100, OOQ 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  28,  29,  and  30  appro¬ 
priate  $210,000  for  Sugar  Rationing  AdnUffiis- 
tration  as  proposed  by  the  Senate  instead  of 
$710,000  as  proposed  by  the  House. 

Amendments  Nos.  31  and  32  maljf  formal 
changes  in  language. 

Amendment  No.  33  makes  a  ^ne  limita¬ 
tion  120  days  as  proposed  by  the  Senate 
instead  of  60  days  as  proposethmy  the  House. 

Amendments  Nos.  34  any35  appropriate 
$39,520  as  proposed  by  th^Senate  for  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administrate 

Amendment  No.  36  Appropriates  $40,000 
for  air-navigation  facimies  instead  of  $70,000 
as  proposed  by  the /Senate.  The  amount 
should  be  sufficient  /i  present  equipment  in 
towers  to  be  equipped  is  fully  utilized. 

Amendment  N 37  appropriates  <$675,000 
for  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Com¬ 
merce  instead  <6f  $650,000  as  proposed  by  the 
House  and  /$700,000  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  38  appropriates  $10,000 
for  fleldvbffice  service  instead  of  $15,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  39  requires  certain  items 
of  terminal  leave  in  the  Coal  Mines  Adminis¬ 
tration  to  be  paid  by  the  Navy. 
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Amendments  Nos.  40,  41,  and  42,  and  43 
are  reported  in  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  44  strikes  out  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  $375,000  proposed  by  the  House 
for  Alaska  Native  Service. 

Amendment  No.  45  strikes  out  an  appro¬ 
priation  of  $250,000  proposed  by  the  House 
for  purchase  and  transportation  of  Indian 
supplies. 

Amendment  No.  46  appropriates  $302,300  as 
proposed  by  the  House  for  the  Indian  Service. 

Amendment  No.  47  appropriates  $65,000 
for  national  parks  instead  of  $50,000  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  House  and  $89,000  as  proposed 
by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  48  appropriates  $40,000  for 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  instead  of  $30,000 
as  proposed  by  the  House  and  $50,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  49  allocates  $50,000  for 
departmental  services  instead  of  $88,000  as 
proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  50  appropriates  $7,460,000 
for  public  employment  offices  instead  of 
$9,460,000  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$1,460,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  51,  52,  53,  and  54  pro¬ 
vide  for  payment  of  damage  claims  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendments  Nos.  55,  56,  and  57  mak 
ppropriations  for  Department  of  Statey&s 
pposed  by  the  Senate. 

rendments  Nos.  59,  60,  61,  and  62J5iake 
adjustments  in  limitations  in  the  J^part- 
mentW  State  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  63  appropriates  1,073,900 
for  Inten^.tional  Relief  Organization  instead 
of  $71,024^00  as  proposed  by  the  House  and 
$73,361,400  aS  proposed  by  the^Senate. 

Amendmeim  No.  64  reporjjfa  in  disagree¬ 
ment.  \ 

Amendment  65  prfvides  a  contract 
authorization  of  #^5,OOOJOO  instead  of  $100,- 
000,000  as  proposed  By  the  Senate  and 
$50,000,000  as  propos&g  by  the  House. 

Amendment  No.  6yrlciits  rates  to  be  paid 
per  diem  experts  a£  $35*ms  proposed  by  the 
Senate  instead  gy  $50  a$s  proposed  by  the 
House.  X  y 

Amendmentjf  Nos.  67  ancftq£8  appropriate 
$600,000,000  Jor  government  Valid  relief  in 
occupied  aaeas  instead  of  $5Sfi,000,000  as 
proposed  by  the  House  and  $625n£0,000  plus 
a  contra^  authorization  of  $100^)0,000  as 
proposal  by  the  Senate. 

Amaffidment  No.  69  restores  langua1®  pro 
poseur  by  the  House  to  require  paymeltt  of 
travel  allowances  of  military  personnel  ^pm 
tjA  “Government  and  relief”  appropriate 
Amendment  No.  70  strikes  from  the  bi1 
language  authorizing  payment  of  transporta-^k 
tion  charges  on  voluntary  relief  shipments. 

Amendment  No.  71  to  99,  inclusive,  pro¬ 
vide  for  payment  of  damage  claims  and  judg¬ 
ments  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  100  explains  the  opinion 
of  Congress  that  expenditures  for  food  stuffs 
should  be  for  those  items  which  can  be  pur¬ 
chased  with  benefit  to  the  national  economy. 

Amendment  No.  101  changes  a  section  num¬ 
ber. 

AMENDMENTS  IN  DISAGREEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House 
have  authorized  the  following  motions  with 
respect  to  the  amendments  reported  in  dis¬ 
agreement  : 

Amendment  No.  17:  That  the  House  recede 
and  concur  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  the  said 
amendment  insert:  “and  in  addition  military 
appropriations  may  be  expended  for  such 
purposes,  not  exceeding  $15,000,000,  in  con¬ 
templation  of  reimbursement  if  justified.” 

Amendments  Nos.  40,  41,  42,  and  43:  That 
the  House  insist  on  disagreement. 

Amendment  No.  58.  That  the  House  recede 
Ad  concur  with  an  amendment  limiting  the 
amount  of  the  proposed  transfer  to  $500,000 
instead  of  $600,000  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  64 :  That  the  House  recede 
and  concur  in  the  said  amendment  with  an 


amendment  limiting  the  amount  available  to 
$15,000  per  annum. 

John  Taber, 

R.  B.  Wiggles wo^ 

Aleert  J.  Engel,, 

Karl  Stepan, 

Francis  Case^ 

Frank  B. : 

Clarence  #nnon, 

John  H. 

GEORG^fcjAHON, 

Managers  on  thfPart  of  the  House. 

Mr.  TABER.  jUr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference ^report  on  the  bill  H.  R. 
4269  and  askOunanimous  consent  that 
the  statemegf  of  the  managers  on  the 
part  of  th§>House  be  read  in  lieu  of  the 
report. 

The  SHAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  regOest  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York_ 

CANNON.  Reserving  the  right  to 
ohffect,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  shall  not  ob- 
Ict,  may  I  ask  the  gentleman  if  we  will 
ie  permitted  to  have  some  of  the  time 
on  this  side? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  have  told  the  gentle¬ 
man  that  I  would  yield  him  30  minutes. 
That  will  be  all  that  I  will  be  able  to 
yield.  If  I  do  that,  I  will  be  unable  to 
yield  any  time  to  anyone  else. 

Mr.  CANNON.  That  will  be  satisfac¬ 
tory,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  my¬ 
self  3  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  represents  as  the 
conference  report  is  presented  to  you 
$1,657,000,000.  That  is  $54,000,000  above 
what  it  was  as  it  passed  the  House  and 
$23,000,000  less  than  it  was  as  it  passed 
the  Senate.  There  are  two  or  tfiree 
amendments  in  disagreement  which  run 
to  perhaps  $1,000,000.  There  are  several 
items  of  contract  authorizations  involved, 
and  they  have  been  reduced  more  than 
the  appropriations.  In  one  particular 
item  there  was  a  reduction  of  $100,000,- 
000  and  in  another  $25,000,000. 

I  wish  to  say  with  reference  to  one  of 
these  items  that  the  item  for  relief  in 
:cupied  territory  has  been  reported  back 
$600,000,000  in  cash  available  and  no 
compact  authorization. 

die  present  time  the  pipe  lines  are 
loaded^o  that  they  will  carry  through 
accordil*:  to  the  estimates  of  the  War 
Department  in  Germany  until  the  1st  of 
November,Vnd  in  Japan  and  Korea  until 
the  1st  of  Ofcember. 

It  seem  absolutely  ridiculous  that  we 
supply  funds  to^jarry  as  long  a  term  into 
the  fiscal  year  194®  as  that  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  yielded  upon  tnfc  contract  authoriza¬ 
tions  and  on  $25,00Vl)00  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  in  connectiolkwith  that. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  resermthe  balance  of 
my  time  and  yield  30  nynutes  to  the 
gentlemaijjrom  Missouri  i\flr.  Cannon], 

Mr.  CANNON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  this 
concluding  day  of  the  session,  E^the  close 
of  the  fiscal  program  for  the  yeafc  may  I 
take  advantage  of  the  opportunity^*)  ex¬ 
press  my  appreciation  of  the  privilege  of 
having  served  under  the  speakershr 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
sachusetts,  Speaker  Martin.  When  tf 
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[S.  1498] 

AN  ACT 

To  provide  support  for  wool,  and  for  other  purposes. 

UvitPr!  1  th€-  Sn.mt*  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 

of  America  m  Congress  assembled ,  That  (a)  The  Com- 
loclity  Ci edit  Corporation  shall  continue,  until  December  31  1948 
to  support  a  price  to  producers  of  wool  in  the  continental  United  States 
an/L\eNTltoi  -ev  at  tlle.Price  supported  wool  in  1946. 

Crl  lit  ^otwdhstanding  an7-  0tlier  Provisions  hereof,  the  Commodity 

andmmhtSfnf  n  T7  a?1JUSt  supPort  prices  for  individual  grades 
pnn-tnn  1  f  f-°T  ^he  pui'Pose  of  bringing  about  a  fafr  and 

SSi  rh,lp  the  suPPort  prices  for  the  various  grades 
a<F  duahties  of  wool ;  and  may  make  discounts  from  support  prices  for 
off-quality ,  inferior-grade,  or  poorly  prepared  wool.  P 

Sec  2.  The  provisions  of  sections  385,  386,  and  388  of  the  Agricul- 
tuial  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  shall  be  applicable  to  the 
suppor  operations  carried  out  pursuant  to  the  first  sec&n  of  this  Act 
1  dio  r  1  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may,  until  December  31 

topose?Spon0iftb7?awOW1’ed  ^  11  With°Ut  "8"*  t0 

Approved  August  5,  1947. 
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